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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This environmental document is an Addendum to the Taylor Road Mixed Use Project (Project)
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) (State Clearinghouse [SCH] No.
2005092060), adopted in December 2005, by the Town of Loomis (Town). Since adoption of
the IS/MND, changes to the design for the previously approved Project have been proposed, thus
requiring further environmental analysis. The proposed changes to project design are addressed
in this Addendum.

As demonstrated in this Addendum to the MND, the IS/MND continues to serve as the
appropriate document addressing the environmental impacts of the proposed project pursuant to
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The 2005 IS/MND (SCH No. 2005092060) is
hereby incorporated by reference; the 2005 IS/MND is available for review at the Town of
Loomis Planning Department, located at 3665 Taylor Road, or on the Town’s Planning
commission website: http://loomis.ca.gov/town-government/commission-agendas/commission-
agenda-2015/9-27-2016-commission-agenda/.

1.1 Background

The Project was originally approved by the Town Planning Commission on December 20, 2005.
The Town prepared and circulated a Draft IS/MND for review on September 12, 2005 and
adopted the Final IS/MND and associated Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MMRP) on December 20, 2005. The IS/MND was prepared to assess the environmental
impacts that may result from the development of the proposed Project. The Project involved the
subdivision of an 8.9-acre parcel into a mixed-use development comprised of single-family and
multi-family (duplex) residential lots, commercial/retail lots, and open space/parkland. The
project is located on the east side of Taylor Road, approximately 1,000 feet north of Sierra
College Boulevard, on assessor’s parcel number (APN) 045-123-059 and -068. The IS/MND
evaluated potential environmental effects on the following resources.

. Aesthetics s Land Use/Planning

. Agricultural Resources . Mineral Resources

n Air Quality = Noise

] Biological Resources - Population and Housing

s Cultural Resources . Public Services

. Geology and Soils " Recreation

- Hazards and Hazardous Materials . Transportation/Traffic

. Hydrology/Water Quality ] Utilities/Services Systems
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The IS/MND identified potentially significant impacts associated with aesthetics, air quality,
biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials,
hydrology/water quality, noise, public services, recreation/open space, transportation/traffic, and
utilities and service systems. The Town determined that those impacts would be less than significant
with implementation of mitigation measures and/or project revisions agreed to by the project
proponent, which were adopted in the MMRP for the Project (Appendix A).

The Project approval has been extended many times since the original Project authorization.
Extensions and modifications from the Town Planning Commission and automatic extensions
passed by the California Legislature due to the recession sustained the tentative tract map
approval through December 20, 2016. Most recently, the Town Planning Commission adopted a
resolution on September 27, 2016, to modify approval of the tentative tract map, conditional use
permit and design review with an expiration date of December 20, 2018.

The Project proponent, Taylor Road Mixed-Use LLC, submitted a proposed modification to the
tentative tract map in November 2016, and Town staff have worked with Project proponent to
refine the proposal. The proposed revisions to the Project include a decrease in the number of
residential lots, changes to the number and mix of dwelling units, and a change in the location of
the open space and park area. These modifications are described in more detail in 2.0 Project
Description. Due to changes made to the proposed Project, the Town has completed this
Addendum to provide further environmental analysis under CEQA for the Project.

1.2 Purpose of Addendum to the IS/MND

The purpose of this Addendum is to evaluate whether the proposed Project as currently proposed
would result in any new or substantially greater significant effects or require any new mitigation
measures not identified in the 2005 IS/MND for the original Project. This Addendum, together
with the 2005 IS/MND will be used by the Town when considering approval of the proposed
Project modifications.

1.3 CEQA Framework for Addendum

For a proposed modified project, State CEQA Guidelines (Sections 15162 and 15164;
Appendix B) provide that an Addendum to an adopted MND may be prepared if only minor
technical changes or additions are necessary or none of the following conditions calling for the
preparation of a subsequent MND have occurred:

Substantial changes in the project, which require major revisions to the MND due to the
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effccts;

Substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken
which require major revisions to the MND duc to the involvement of ncw significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant
effects; or

ﬁylor Road Mixed-Use Project Town of Loomis
Addendum to the IS/IMND ) May 2017
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New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time of MND adoption, shows any of the
following:

i.  the project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the
MND,

ii.  the project will result in impacts substantially more severe than those
disclosed in the MND,

iii.  mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would
in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects of the project, but the project proponent declines to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative, or

iv.  mitigation measures or alternatives that are considerably different from those
analyzed in the MND would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponent declines to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative.

The purpose of this Addendum is to evaluate the proposed modifications to the original Project
and to demonstrate that the proposed Project does not trigger any of the conditions described
above. Based on the analysis provided below, an Addendum to the 2005 IS/MND is the
appropriate CEQA document. A copy of the full text of CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and
15164 are provided in Appendix B of this Addendum.

1.4 Summary of CEQA Conclusion

As verified in this Addendum, the analyses and the conclusions in the 2005 IS/MND remain
valid. The proposed changes to the Project would not cause new significant effects not identified
in the MND nor substantially increase the level of environmental effect reported in the MND.
Therefore, no new mitigation measures would be necessary to reduce significant effects. No
change has occurred with respect to circumstances surrounding the Project that would cause new
or substantially more severe significant environmental effects than were identified in the 2005
IS/MND. The Addendum addresses updates to policies and procedures since adoption of the
2005 MND; none of the new policies trigger new or more severe significant impacts from the
Project. In addition, no new information has become available that shows that the project would
cause new or substantially more severe significant environmental effects which have not already
been analyzed in the 2005 IS/MND. Therefore, no further environmental review is required
beyond this Addendum.

Taylor Road Mixed-Use Project Town of Loomis
Addendum to the IS/MND May 2017
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Project would construct a mixed-use development on a 8.9-acre area within the
Town of Loomis. The Project includes residential, commercial, and open space uses.

21 Project Location

The Project is located within the Town of Loomis, on the east side of Taylor Road approximately
1,000 feet northeast of the Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road intersection (Figures 1 and 2).
The 8.9-acre vacant parcel is bordered to the west by Taylor Road and the Union Pacific
Railroad tracks, to the south by a RV park, to the east by an existing single-family residential
subdivision, and to the north by commercial uses (e.g., Lorenzo’s Mexican Restaurant, an office
complex, and a commercial/industrial complex) (Figure 3). The Project is located on two
parcels: APN 044-123-059 and 044-123-068. The site is zoned “General Commercial” (CG) and
designated General Commercial in the General Plan.

2.2 Project Modifications Since IS/MND Adoption

The original Project evaluated in the 2005 IS/MND consists of a mixed-use development
comprised of single-family and multi-family (duplex) residential lots, commercial/retail lots, and
open space. The original Project proposed to divide the 8.9-acre parcel into 44 lots. The Project
was designed to provide a variety of housing types and new commercial space within Town
limits. The portion of the Project site fronting Taylor Road would be commercials lots, with a
total square footage of approximately 19,000 square feet (sf). The original Project included 32
residential lots. The original Project also provided for one, approximately 19,512 square-foot
open space area in the northeast portion of the Project site. Figure 4 shows the 2005 approved
site plan.

The proposed revisions to the Project include a decrease in the number of residential lots,
changes to the number and mix of residential dwelling units, and a relocation of and decrease in
the open space/park area. Road improvements and the number and configuration of commercial
lots will remain the same as analyzed in the 2005 IS/MND. Also, landscaping, lighting, sound
walls, and other infrastructure have not changed, although some elements have been modified
consistent with current codes and requirements. The proposed Project now includes 26
residential lots. The proposed Project relocates the area of open space from the far northeast
corner of the development to a centralized park location, totaling approximately 13,846 sf.
Figure 5 provides the revised 2017 site plan.

Taylor Road Mixed-Use Project Town of Loomis
Addendum to the IS/MND g May 2017
Page 4




Table 1 below compares the original and proposed Projects. As shown in the table, the revisions
to the Project result in 6 fewer total lots, and 10 fewer dwelling units. There has been no change

in the number or size of commercial lots or area provided for roadways.

Table 1. Unit Comparison between the Original (2005) and Proposed (2017) Project

Original Project (2005) Proposed Project (2017)
Land Use Lots pu* SF* Lots pU* SF*

Commercial 11 19,020 11 19,020
Open Space/Park 1 15,512 1 13,846
Residential - Single Family

Dwelling with Carriage 13 26 9 18

Unit
Residential = Single Family 13 13 7 7

Dwelling
Residential — Duplex/Halfplex 6 6 10 10
Circulation (Road) 48,143 48,143

Total Lots and Dwelling Units 44 45 38 35

a
DU = dwelling unit, SF = square fect

Taylor Road Mixed-Use Project
Addendum to the IS/IMND
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This comparative analysis has been undertaken pursuant to the provisions of CEQA Guidelines
Section 15162 and 15164 to provide the Town with the factual basis for determining whether any
changes in the Project, any changes in circumstances, or any new information since the ISMND
was certified require additional environmental review or preparation of a Subsequent MND or
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to the IS/MND previously prepared.

The proposed Project would result in a similar duration and intensity of construction activities
relative to the original Project. As such, both the approved 2005 Project and the currently
proposed Project would result in the construction-related impacts described in the 2005 IS/MND.
Compared to the original Project analyzed in the IS/MND, the proposed Project would reduce
residential lots from 32 to 26 lots, and the new mix of residential units would reduce the number
of dwelling units from 45 to 35. These changes would reduce some long-term environmental
effects (e.g., traffic, air quality) and demands on public services and utilities, though those
changes would be modest.

Since the 2005 IS/MND was adopted, conditions on and around the Project site remain largely
the same. The analyses below identify any changes in existing site conditions as well as changes
to policies and regulations governing environmental resources applicable to the Project. This
chapter discusses whether those changes result in new or different environmental impacts.

The 2005 IS/MND found that the project would result in impacts that were either less than
significant or less than significant with mitigation. The Project has been modified to reduce the
number of residential dwelling units. Taking into account these changes, the proposed Project
would have similar effects as the original Project. As described further below, the revised
Project would not result in new or different environmental impacts, substantially increase the
severity of the previously identified environmental impacts, nor require new mitigation
measures, and no new information has emerged that would materially change the analyses or
conclusions set forth in the IS/MND. Therefore, the Project would not change the analysis or
conclusions reached in the IS/MND.

3.1 Aesthetics, Light and Glare

The 2005 IS/MND found that the Project would have less-than-significant effects on scenic
vistas, scenic resources, and the existing visual character of the site and its surroundings. The
2005 IS/MND recommends mitigation to reduce potential light and glare impacts of on-site
lighting. The currently proposed Project differs from the originally evaluated Project in the mix
and number of residential units, but the overall visual impact of converting the existing
undeveloped parcel to commercial and residential uses remains the same. The standard
streetlighting (along Taylor Road and the new interior roads) has been updated and will follow
the design guidelines as specified in the Town’s Improvement Standards and the Placer County
Land Development Manual.

Since approval of the 2005 IS/MND, the Town of Loomis has adopted a new Housing Element
to the General Plan (Town of Loomis 2014) and the Loomis Town Center Implementation Plan,
Phase I (Town of Loomis 2010a). The Taylor Road Mixed Use Project is identified as an

Taylor Road Mixed-Use Project Town of Laomis
Addendum to the IS/MND May 2017
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approved project in the 2014 Housing element and is identified in the Loomis Town Center
Implementation Plan. The Housing Element updates standards for residential, commercial, and
open space zoning designations and includes several new policies, programs, and institutional
changes intended to significantly increase the amount of affordable housing in Loomis. The
Housing Element does not include goals and policies specifically related to aesthetics, other than
the following:

Goal B: To promote quality residential development in the Town.

Policy B.1: The Town will continue to encourage residential development of high
architecture and physical quality, compatible with neighboring land uses.

The proposed Project would be consistent with this Housing Element goal and policy. Also, the
current Project design, including the lighting design, will be consistent with the revised Housing
Element standards (see 3.8 Land Use for more information on standards).

The Loomis Town Center Implementation Plan (2010) provides a vision for improvements to
Taylor Road between Sierra College Boulevard and King Road. Taylor Road near the proposed
Project (also referred to as the west gateway segment) is planned for roadway, landscaping, and
pedestrian/bike path improvements, but those proposed improvements do not require additional
right-of-way from the Project parcel and the Project’s frontage design was considered when
developing the implementation plan.

The proposed design refinements would not result in additional impacts to aesthetic resources
beyond those identified in the 2005 IS/MND. Therefore, no changes have been made to the
conclusions of the aesthetics analysis presented in the 2005 IS/MND. No new or substantially
more severe significant effects would occur and no additional mitigation measures are required.

3.2 Air Quality

The air quality conditions in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin remain mostly the same as
described in the 2005 IS/MND. Consistent with the 2005 IS/MND description of existing
conditions, the Sacramento Valley Air Basin is still in nonattainment for federal and state ozone
standards and for state particulatc matter (PM) standard (PM;q). The air basin is now also in
nonattainment for federal PM standard (PM;s). (PCAPCD 2012)

Air quality emissions associated with short-term construction activities and long-term operation
were calculated and presented in the 2005 IS/MND. Emissions were calculated using the Urban
Emission (URBEMIS) model and compared with the Placer County Air Pollution Control
District’s (PCAPCD’s) thresholds of significance. Based on that analysis, potentially significant
impacts were identified during construction (peak day thresholds for ozone precursors — reactive
organic gases [ROG] and nitrogen oxides [NO,] — were exceeded) and during long-term
operation (peak day threshold for ROG was exceeded); refer to Tables 3.3-3 and 3.3-4 in the
2005 IS/MND. Mitigation measure AQ-2 was adopted to reduce ozone formation from project-
related ozone precursors.

The currently proposed Project reduces the number of residential units when compared to the
original Project, so the anticipated long-term operational emissions would be slightly less than

T_euﬂo?koad Mixed-Use Project Town of Loomis
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those calculated in the 2005 IS/MND. Construction-related air quality emissions would not
change. Therefore, the modifications to the proposed Project would not result in new or
substantially more severe significant effects on air quality,

Since adoption of the 2005 IS/MND, the PCAPCD has adopted new significance thresholds and
recommends use of an updated modeling tool. A comparison of the quantitative significance
thresholds used in the 2005 IS/MND and the newly adopted thresholds from PCAQCD
(PCAQCD 2016) are presented in Table 2. As shown in the table, the daily peak threshold for
ROG and NOy during project operation has been changed from 82 pounds per day (Ibs/day) to 55
lbs/day. This change in the significance threshold does not change the impact conclusions in the
2005 IS/MND. The Project does not exceed the new NO, threshold and still exceeds the long-
term operational threshold for ROG. The mitigation measure adopted to reduce this impact
remains valid.

Table 2. Comparison of Criteria Pollutant Thresholds of Significance

Construction Phase Operational Phase
ROG NO, PM;, ROG NO, PMyp
(Ibs/day) (Ibs/day) (Ibs/day) (Ibs/day) (Ibs/day) {Ibs/day)
2005 IS/MND
Threshold 82 82 82 82 82 82
2016
PCAPCD 82 82 82 55 55 82
Threshold

Source: PCAQMD 2016

The standard model used to calculate air pollutant emissions has been updated since release of
the 2005 IS/MND. The California Emission Estimator Model (CalEEMod) has been developed
in cooperation with air districts throughout the state to quantify criteria pollutant and greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions associated with the construction and operational activities from a variety of
land use projects (South Coast Air Quality Management District et al. 2011). The refinement of
emission estimates made to the CalEEMod results in both increases and decreases in emission
results. In general, the use of the new CalEEMOD model for construction emissions typically
generates higher ROG, NO,, carbon (CO), and sulfur (SO2) resulis and lower PM results for
construction equipment when compared to the URBEMIS model (South Coast Air Quality
Management District et al. 2011). For operational emissions, the new CalEEMod ofien results in
lower emissions with regard to mobile sources and energy use when compared to the URBEMIS
model, because the URBEMIS model uses older emission factors that do not take into account
projected emission reductions in vehicles and increased use of renewable energy sources
resulting from policies implemented in Califoia for GHG reduction (South Coast Air Quality
Management District et al. 2011). Although use of the new model may yield slightly different
emission estimates, the conclusions presented in the 2005 IS/MND regarding the significance of
construction-phase and operational-phase impacts would be the same. No new or substantially
more severe significant effects would occur and no additional mitigation measures are required.

Town of Loomis
May 2017
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3.3 Biological Resources

The 2005 IS/MND found that the Project would have potentially significant impact on biological
resources unless mitigation is incorporated to reduce those impacts. Potential impacts are
identified to nesting migratory birds, riparian habitat and protected trees, and wetlands.
Mitigation measures are recommended to offset or mitigate for these impacts. The proposed
design refinements analyzed herein would result in these same impacts on sensitive biological
resources. Although the Project modification reduces the number and mix of residential
dwelling units, the overall footprint of disturbance remains the same. A review of the new
Project site plan {Figure 5} indicates that the proposed Project would result in removal of trees as
reported in the 2005 IS/MND. An arborist report completed by the Project proponent in March
2017 (Stirtz 2017) shows that trees on the Project site have grown larger and additional trees
have grown since the 2005 IS/MND. The mitigation measures proposed to offset removal of
trees on the Project site are still applicable.

In 2014, the Town repealed and replaced their tree ordinance with a revised tree ordinance
(Town of Loomis Ordinance No. 252, zoning section 13.54 of the Town's Municipal Code). A
copy of the new tree ordinance is provided as Appendix C. Mitigation measure BIO-2 does not
need to be revised as it requires the applicant to develop and submit a Native Tree Replacement
and Mitigation Plan in compliance with the Town’s tree ordinance. The Native Tree
Replacement and Mitigation Plan will incorporate results of the recent arborist report. This
mitigation measure is still required (zoning section 13.54.120), and the applicant will need to
meet the new tree ordinance requirements for replacement.

To assess whether or not conditions at the Project site have changed since 2005, biologist Patrick
Martin conducted field visits to the site on January 26 and January 31, 2017. Vegetation
conditions were noted and compared to conditions described in the 2005 report. The Project site
continues to exhibit the features noted in the 2005 setting description: annual grasslands
punctuated by scattered mature oak and other native tree species; a patch of riparian habitat
within the northern portion of the site; a swale on the eastern edge of the property; and an
excavated ditch that transects the property in a northwest to southeast direction. These basic
clements of the property have not changed. The most notable difference is the growth of trees in
the riparian habitat (primarily willow [Salix sp.] and Fremont cottonwood [Populus fremontii)),
the increase in arca overtaken by invasive himalayan blackberry (Rubus armeniacus), and the
change in the size and configuration of the eastern swale {possibly a result of vehicle use through
the swale when establishing fire breaks).

At the time of the 2005 IS/MND, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) had verified a
wetland delineation for the site, but that verification has since expired. During the January 31,
2017 ficld visit, biologist Patrick Martin mapped any changes to featurcs previously verified by
the USACE. As noted above, there is no substantial change in habitat extent on the site. Refer
to Appendix D for a copy of the delineation review report that will be sent to the USACE for
verification. During review for verification, the USACE will consider updates to the USACE
regulations and guidance and, in that context, may determine that all features on the site are non-
jurisdictional or that additional features previously deemed non-jurisdictional may be
jurisdictional. Any changes in the USACE’s determination would be reflected in the permits
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issued for the Project. In addition to areas under USACE jurisdiction, the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) will take jurisdiction over the riparian habitat and excavated
drainage under Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game Code; the applicant will need to
obtain a streambed alteration agreement with CDFW for the Project.

The proposed Project modifications and changes in onsite conditions would result in the removal
of sensitive habitats and native trees, as described in the 2005 IS/MND. The mitigation
measures adopted to offset impacts on sensitive biological resources (nesting birds, native trees,
and wetlands) are still required.

3.4 Cultural Resources

Modifications to the proposed Project design do not change the conclusions made in the 2005
IS/MND regarding cultural resources since the overall footprint and depth of disturbance remains
the same. The IS/MND impact conclusions are based on a cultural resources assessment report
prepared in 2005, which described the cultural history of the site, results of research and field
surveys, and correspondence with Native American representatives (Peak & Associates 2005).
The mitigation measure from the 2005 IS/MND will still apply. Therefore, no changes have
been made to the conclusions of the cultural resources analysis presented in the 2005 IS/MND.

In 2014, California Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) amended CEQA to require that CEQA lead
agencies consult with California Native American tribes prior to and during CEQA review.
ABS52 established a new category of resources to consider in CEQA analyses: tribal cultural
resources (TCRs). Under the CEQA revisions, lead agencies need to consult with Native
American tribal representatives to determine if there are TCRs that may be significantly affected
by a project and, if so, come to agreement on ways to avoid impacts on TCRs or agree to
mitigation measures to reduce those significant impacts. As stated in the bill, the provisions of
AB 52 are “applicable to projects that have a notice of preparation or a notice of negative
declaration or mitigated negative declaration filed on or after July 1, 2015.” (emphasis added).
Since the Town filed the notice of MND for the Project before July 1, 2015, the provisions of AB
52 do not apply to the Project, and preparation of an addendum does not trigger the requirement
for further coordination with California Native American tribes.

Town staff sent a letter to Native American tribal representatives on January 12, 2017, to solicit
input on the proposed Project modification. A response was received from the United Auburn
Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria (UAIC). UAIC requested information about the
proposed Project and the opportunity to consult with the Town on the Project. Although
consultation under AB52 is not required for this Project, the Town will offer UAIC the
opportunity to discuss the Project and efforts will be made to address any specific concems at
this site.

3.5 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

No analysis of GHG was required at the time the 2005 IS/MND was adopted. In response to
California Senate Bill 97 and AB 32, the State CEQA Guidelines were amended to address
analysis and mitigation of GHG emissions in 2009. GHGs play a critical rcle in determining the
earth’s surface temperature and contribute to global climate change. Primary GHGs attributed to
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global climate change are carbon dioxide, methane, NOy, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons,
and sulfur hexafluoride. For purposes of analysis, GHG is expressed in metric tons of carbon
dioxide equivalents (MTCO.e).

For purposes of assessing a project’s impact on GHG, the PCAPCD has developed thresholds of
significance and guidelines for determining whether a project of a given size would have a
significant impact on GHG (PCAPCD 2016). In its October 2016 CEQA Thresholds of
Significance Justification Report, PCAPCD established a bright line significance threshold for
GHG of 10,000 MTCO2Z2e/yr and identified corresponding project size with different types of
land use development that would reach that threshold. Based on PCAPCD's project size
analysis, the proposed Project is well below the residential project size (646 single family
residents or 957 condos) and the commercial project size (323,955 sf of general commercial or
756,170 sf of general office building) that would exceed the GHG significance threshold
(PCAPCD 2016). Therefore, the Project would not trigger a new significant GHG impact, and
no additional mitigation measures are required,

3.6 Hazardous Materials

As reported in the 2005 IS/MND, a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment conducted for the
Project (Earthworks Environmental 2004) found that the Project site had been cultivated in the
past but did not recommend further research. In reviewing the Project, the Placer County
Department of Environmental Health Services noted that the Project site was historically in or
adjacent to orchard. As such, the County requested additional hazardous materials investigation
to determine if the site has elevated levels concentrations of pesticides or heavy metals,
consistent with California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Interim Guidance
Jor Sampling Agricultural Properties (DTSC 2008). A Phase 2 investigation and soil testing was
completed in January 2016 (Soil Search Engineering 2016). Collected samples show low or
non-detect results for the constituents analyzed. Results are well below California Human
Health Screening Levels established by California Environmental Protection Agency’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment. The Placer County Department of Environmental
Health Services reviewed the Phase 2 report and concluded that no additional soil sampling
related to past land use is required (L. Rath pers. comm.). A copy of the Phase 2 report is
provided as Appendix E. No changes have been made to the conclusions of the hazardous
materials analysis presented in the 2005 IS/MND. No new or substantially more severe
significant effects would occur and no additional mitigation measures are required.

3.7 Hydrology and Water Quality

The 2005 IS/MND identified potentially significant impacts on hydrology and water quality and
recommended mitigation measures to reduce those impacts to a lcss-than-significant level. The
proposed design refinements would not change the conclusions on water quality and hydrology
impacts. Although the updated Project reduces the number and mix of residential dwelling units,
the overall footprint of disturbance and area of impervious surface remains the same. However,
since adoption of the 2005 IS/MND, the statewide National Pollution Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) Construction General Permit (CGP) has been reissued and updated, and the
Town of Loomis has updated their stormwater management manual and associated drainage fecs.
Therefore, the text of mitigation measure HWQ-1 and HWQ-2 have been updated to reflect these
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changes; see 4.0 Mitigation Measures. No new significant impacts or changes to the severity of
the impacts would occur from changes to the Project.

3.8 Land Use and Planning

The land use analysis in the 2005 IS/MND concluded that the Project is consistent with the
Town’s General Plan and zoning designation and compatible with adjacent land uses. The
changes to the Project design do not change these consistency findings. However, since approval
of the 2005 IS/MND, the Town of Loomis has adopted a new Housing Element to the General
Plan (Town of Loomis 2014) and the Loomis Town Center Implementation Plan, Phase [ {Town
of Loomis 2010a). A draft Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan (Town of Loomis 2010b) is
also being considered by the Town but has not yet been adopted. The Taylor Road Mixed Use
Project is identified as an approved project in the 2014 Housing element and is identified in the
Loomis Town Center Implementation Plan. The Housing Element updated standards for
residential, commercial, and open space zoning designations. The revised Housing Element
standards for mixed-use development are shown in Table 3 below. The proposed Project is
consistent with these revised standards.

Table 3. 2014 Housing Element Standards for Mixed Use Development

Municipal Code Section 13.42.140 - Mixed-use Projects

A Design Considerations. A mixed-use project shall be designed to achieve the following objectives.
1. The design shall provide for intemal compatibility between the different uses.
2. Potential noise, odors, glare, pedestrian traffic, and other potentially significant impacts on residents shall
be minimized to allow a compatible mix of residential and nonresidential uses on the same site.
3. The design of the mixed-use praject shall take into consideration potential impacts on adjacent properties
and shall include specific design features to minimize potential impacts.
4. The design of a mixed-use project shall ensure that the residential units are of a residential character, and
that privacy between residential units and other uses on the site are maximized.
5. The design of the structures and site planning shall encourage integration of the street pedestrian
environment with the nonresidential uses through the use of plazas, courtyards, walkways, and street furniture.
6. Site planning and building design shall be compatible with and enhance the adjacent and surrounding
residential neighborhood in terms of scale, building design, color, exterior materials, roof styles, lighting,
landscaping, and signage.

B. Preferred mix of uses: Mixed-use projects that provide commercial and/or office space on the ground
floor with residential units above (vertical mix) are encouraged over projects that provide commercial structures on
the front portion of the lot with residential uses placed at the rear of the lot (horizontal mix),

C. Maximum density: When residential dwelling units arc combincd with office, or retail commercial uses in
a single building or on the same parcel, the maximum density shall be 15 dwelling unils per net acre.

D. Location of units: Residential units shall not occupy ground floor space within the first 50 feet of floor
arca measured from each building face adjacent to a street, or any ground floor space in the CC zoning district.

E. Loading areas: Commercial loading areas shall be located as far as possible from residential units and
shall be screened from view from the residential portion of the project to the maximuim extent feasible.

F. Refuse and recycling areas: Areas for the collection and storage of refuse and recyclable materials shall
be located on the silc in locations that are convenient for both the residential and non-residential uses.

G. Lighting: Lighting for the commercial uses shall be appropriately shiclded to not negativcly impact the
residential units.

H. Noise: All residential units shall be designed to minimize adverse impacts from non-residential project
noise, in compliance with Section 13.30.070 (Noise).

I Hours of operation: A mixed-use project proposing a2 commercial component that will operate outside of
the hours from 8:00 a.m. to 6 p.m. shall require Minor Use Permit approval to ensure that the commercial use will
nol negatively impact the residential uses within the project.
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The Housing Element also includes several new policies, programs, and institutional changes
intended to significantly increase the amount of affordable housing in Loomis. Table 4 lists
applicable goals and policies from the Housing Element and evaluates the consistency of the
proposed Project with those policies. Consistency with the proposed Parks, Recreation and Open
Space Plan is discussed under 3.12 Recreation.

Table 4. Consistency of Proposed Project with 2014 Housing Element Goals and Policies

Housing Element Policy Consistent with Policy?

Affordable Housing Goal A: To provide a continuing supply of affordable housing to | Consistent
meet the needs of existing and future residents of the Town of Loomis in all income
categories.

Policy A.5: The Town shall promote the mixed-use policies of the General Plan and Consistent
encourage “mixed-use” projects where housing is provided in conjunction with
compatible non-residential uses.

Policy A.8: The Town should centinue to collect the Low Income Fee on alt Consistent
developments over five units in size and shall disperse funds collected towards
furthering Housing Element goals.

Policy A.12: The Town will encourage the development of multi-family dwellings in | Consistent
locations where adequate facilities are available, such as the Town Center, and where
such development would be consistent with neighborhood character.

Policy A.14: The Town will continue to encourape the appropriate development of Consistent
second residential units to expand the housing supply and unit mix.

Quality of Design Goal B: To promote quality residential development in the Town. Consistent
Policy B.1: The Town will continue to encourage residential development of high Consistent
architectural and physical quality, compatible with neighboring land uses.

Energy Conservation Goal F: To increase the efficiency of energy use in new and Consistent

cxisting homes, with a concurrent reduction in housing costs to Town residents.

Palicy F.1: All new dwelling units shall be required to meet current state requirements | Consistent
for energy efficiency. The retrofitting of existing units shall be encouraged.

Policy F.2: New land use patterns should encourage encergy cfficiency, to the extent Consistent
feasible.

Although the Town has adopted revised policies and standards, the proposed Project remains
consistent with those policies and standards. Therefore, no changes have been made to the
conclusions of the land use analysis presented in the 2005 IS/MND. No new significant effects
would occur and no additional mitigation measures are required.

39 Noise

The currently proposed Project reduces the number of residential units when compared to the
original Project, so the anticipated long-term operational noise would be slightly less than that
calculated in the 2005 IS/MND. Construction-related noise would not change. Therefore, the
modifications to the proposed Project would not result in new or substantially more severe
significant effects on noise.

The design for the sound walls has been updated. These revisions are reflected in the text of
mitigation measurc NOI-2. Sec Scction 4.0 Mitigation Measures.

The 2005 IS/MND mitigation measures NOI-3, NOI4, and NOI-5 prescribe detailed
construction mcthods and materials in an cffort to mcct the Town’s goals for interior habitable
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spaces {45 decibels [dB] Day-Night Average Sound Level [Lay] or less for residential and 45 dB
Equivalent Continuous Sound Level [L.g] or less for offices) and exterior noise levels in the
outdoor activity areas of residential dwellings (65 dB Ly, or less) (Town of Loomis Municipal
Code Section 13.30.070). The 2005 IS/MND mitigation measures are somewhat rigid in their
description of construction materials and methods to achieve the Town’s maximum allowable
noise levels and did not consider advances in building materials and methods. Therefore, the
Town has revised these mitigation measures to allow flexibility and use of innovative, up-to-date
materials and construction methods to meet the interior and exterior allowable sound levels. The
revised mitigation measure NOI-3 replaces measures NOI-3, -4, and -5 and would be equally or
more effective than the previous NOI-3, -4 and -5.

Revised NOI-3. The applicant will employ construction methods and materials in
keeping with standard engineering practices and noise abatement design to meet the
Town’s maximum allowable interior and exterior noise levels, as codified in Municipal
Code Section 13.030.070. Calculations of interior sound levels will be used to assess
window, door, insulation, and material requirements to meet the Town noise ordinance.

The other noise mitigation measures (NOI-1: Implement Construction Noise Reduction
Measures; and NOI-6: Acknowledge Union Pacific Railroad Operations in Deed Documents)
remain relatively unchanged. However, with the relocation of the open space/park area, parcels
that were previously planned for residential development and required a soundwall will now be
open space/park land. Therefore, a soundwall is not required along the north side of the park
parcel. The text of Mitigation Measure NOI-1 has been updated to reflect the current layout; see
4.0 Mitigation Measures. The Project would not trigger a new significant impact or increase the
severity of noise impacts described in the 2005 IS/MND.

3.10 Population and Housing

The 2005 IS/MND concludes that the Project would result in less-than-significant impacts on
population and housing because the Project would not cumulatively exceed the population
projections for the Town, would result in only a minor change in demographics, and would not
induce substantial population growth. The currently proposed Project reduces the number of
residential units when compared to the original Project, so the anticipated population change
attributable to the Project would be slightly less than that calculated in the 2005 IS/MND. The
change in Project design is minor and does not trigger new impacts on population and housing.

The population projections and growth for the Town of Loomis have changed since adoption of
the 2005 IS/MND. The economic recession slowed anticipated population, housing, and
employment growth in Town and the Placer County region substantially. The 2014 Housing
Element (Town of Loomis 2014) reports that the Town’s annual change in population between
2000 and 2010 was 0.3%, whereas the 2005 IS/MND reported a projected population growth rate
of 3.2% between 2000 and 2020. The updates to cumulative population in the Project setting do
not trigger a new significant impact from the Project. The IS/MND conclusions regarding
population and housing (less than significant impacts) remain valid.
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3.1 Public Services and Utilities

As noted in the 2005 IS/MND, the Project will increase need for public services and utility
systems, including fire protection service, sheriff services, schools, community facilities, water
supply, wastewater and sewer, drainage, and solid waste services. The reduction in the number
of residential units when compared to the original Project may reduce this demand slightly, but
not to a degree that would alter the need for these services and utilities.

Since the 2005 IS/MND was adopted, the South Placer Municipal Utility District (SPMUD)
identified capacity limits in its sewer trunk line and is in the process of replacing trunk lines to
improve flow capacity to accommodate existing and planned development in their service area.
This capacity restriction may result in a delay for the proposed Project if SPMUD determines
that the trunk improvements need to be made before they approve sewer service, As noted in the
2005 IS/MND, a Building Permit from the Town will not be issued until SPMUD approves
improvement plans from the applicant. Although this may affect the timing for Project approval
and construction, it does not result in a new significant impact.

Town staff sent a letter to public service providers on January 12, 2017, to solicit input on the
proposed Project modification. Responses were received from the Placer County Flood Contro]
and Water Conservation District, SPMUD, Caltrans District 3, and Recology Aubumn Placer.
These responses refer the applicant to standards and guidelines that must be incorporated in the
Project design, provide specific input on design details, and direct the applicant to pay fair share
contributions to mitigate for their demand on services and infrastructure. These responses do not
concern new environmental impacts or recommend new mitigation measures. The requirements
referred to in the letters are included in the mitigation measures.

The significance conclusions for public services and utilities in the 2005 IS/MND are still valid.
The mitigation measures require that the applicant coordinate with those providers and pay the
appropriate fire protection, school, community facility, drainage, sewer and water fees. Where
needed, these mitigation measures have been updated to reflect current fees; see 4.0 Mitigation
Measures.

3.12 Recreation

The 2005 IS/MND found that the Project would have less-than-significant effects on recreation
and open space. The currently proposed Project relocates the area of open space/park from the
far northeast comer of the development to a centralized park location, just south of the
commercial development. The new open space and park area totals approximately 13,846 sf,
resulting in a decrease in the area dedicated to park and open space use from approximately
15,512 sf. Although the acreage of dedicated parkiand is less under the newly proposed Project,
the Town requested the relocation of the open space/park to provide the community with a morc
centralized park location and increase law enforcement access to the park. The 2005 IS/MND
included a mitigation measure requiring the applicant to either provide recreation facility onsite
or pay parkland acquisition mitigation fees. The fee calculator has been updated since the 2005
IS/IMND, so the language in mitigation measure REC-1 has been updated accordingly; see
section 4.0 Mitigation Measures.
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The Town issued a draft Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan in 2010 (Town of
Loomis 2010b). The proposed Project, as mitigated by mitigation measure REC-1, is consistent
with the Draft Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Plan recommended policies shown in Table 5.

Table 5. Consistency of Proposed Project with 2010 Draft Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Plan
Policies

Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan Policy Consistent with Policy?

G-4: Retain the Town's existing requirements that all new residential subdivisions Consistent
provide a minimum of 5 acres of neighborhood and community parkland per 1,000
residents and 3 acres of open space per 1,000 residents.

G-4: Retain the Town's existing requirements that afl new residential subdivisions Consistent
provide a minimum of 5 acres of neighborhood and community parkland per 1,000
residents and 5 acres of open space per 1,000 residents.

G-6: Require all new residential projects of five units or more in the Central Loomis | Consistent
Planning Area to pay Quimby Act fees to be dedicated parks, recreation, and open
space improvements projects in Central Loomis and require such projects to join a
master Landscape and Lighting District to help cover maintenance expenses
associated with those facilities in Central Loomis.

F-5: Rely upon all new residential development to provide, construct, and maintain Consistent
new parks in the Town of Loomis and utilize Quimbly Act funds to augment the size
of the passive use park at Loomis Village if necessary.

The Town of Loomis has updated their park land acquisition fees. Therefore, the text of
mitigation measure REC-1 has been updated; see 4.0 Mitigation Measures. No new significant
impacts or changes to the severity of the impacts would occur from changes to the Project.

3.13 Traffic

The 2005 IS/MND analyzes Project impacts on traffic and circulation, identifies potentially
significant impacts, and adopts mitigation measures to address those impacts. The traffic study
completed for the Project in 2005 (K D Anderson 2005) evaluated Project trip generation and
distribution and evaluated Project impacts to roadway and intersection levels of service under
existing and future cumulative conditions. Based on that analysis, potentially significant impacts
to traffic conditions were identified along segments of Taylor Road, Sierra College Boulevard,
and mitigation measure TRA-2 was adopted to require the applicant to pay their fair share to the
cost of needed roadway improvements.

The currently proposed Project reduces the number of residential units when compared to the
original Project, so Project-related operational traffic (trip generation) from the residences would
be less than that calculated in the 2005 IS/MND. However, the residential parcels make up
approximately 26% of the total Project-related trips; the commercial development generates the
majority of the trips attributable to the Project. Therefore, the modifications to the proposed
Project would reduce traffic generated by the Project and would not result in new or substantially
more severe significant effects on traffic,

Since adoption of the 2005 IS/MND, the Town has adopted a new Circulation Element for their
General Plan (Town of Loomis 2016) and existing traffic conditions on area roadways and
intersections have changed. Table 6 provides a comparison of average daily traffic (ADT) and
level of service (LOS) on area roadways and intersections between 2004 and 2014. As shown in
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the table, traffic along these roadways has changed, but LOS is not consistently lower than that
reported in the 2005 IS/MND. Although ADT and LOS differs at some roadway segments, the
incremental impact of the Project on intersections and roadways would be the same under the
proposed Project when compared to the original Project estimates and the same impact on LOS
would be expected. Therefore, no new significant impacts have been identified.

The mitigation measures adopted with the 2005 IS/MND require the applicant to construct
standard frontage improvements along Taylor Road and pay the Town's road improvement fees.
Although these measures remain valid, the fee calculator has been updated since the 2005
IS/MND, so the language in mitigation measure TRA-2 has been updated accordingly; see
section 4.0 Mitigation Measures.

3.14 Other Environmental Topics

The environmental analysis provided in the IS/MND remains current and applicable to the
proposed Project in areas unaffected by the design refinements or changes in existing conditions.
The proposed Project would have similar, less-than-significant impacts related to agricultural
resources; seismicity, soils, and geology; and mineral resources. The proposed Project would
neither increase the severity of these impacts nor result in new or substantially different
cnvironmental effects. These topics do not warrant further discussion in this addendum.
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4.0 MITIGATION MEASURES

The 2005 IS/MND identified mitigation measures that would reduce or eliminate potential
environmental effects of the original Project. The mitigation measures approved for the original
Project would also apply to the currently proposed Project, but the wording of some measures
has been modified, as noted in Section 3.0 above, to bring the measures up-to-date with current
Town standards, policies, regulations, and fees. These minor changes to the wording of the
mitigation measures results in measures that are equally or more effective than the previously
adopted measures.

The revisions reflect changes in Town codes and changes in development fees since adoption of
the 2005 IS/MND. Because specific fee amounts change over time, the applicant will be
required to pay the current fees at time of Project implementation; the mitigation language has
been changed accordingly.

The Town has also updated noise measures to meet the Town's noise ordinance for interior and
exterior allowable sound levels. These revisions focus on desired results rather than specific
methods to achieving the noise ordinance standards. The Town encourages the applicant to use
innovative and best available materials and construction methods, as appropriate, to achieve the
standards. The soundwall mitigation (NOI-2) has also been updated to reflect the revised open
space and park area location and resulting change in the configuration of the residential parcels.
The revised mitigation measure NOI-3 replaces measures NOI-3, -4, and -5 and would be
equally or more effective than the previous NOI-3, -4 and -5.

Revised mitigation measurcs arc shown below; deletions are shown as skrikeeut text and
additions are shown as double underline text. Only those mitigation measures that have been
changed are provided below. A fully revised MMRUP, listing all mitigation measures, is provided
as Appendix A to this Addendum.

Mitigation Measure BIO-2. Prior to Final Map approved by the Town, the applicant shall
develop and submit a Native Tree Replacement and Mitigation Plan to the Town of Loomis to
ensure that the project is in compliance with the Town of Loomis Mative-Tree Conservation
Ordinance (Appendix-€Town of [.oomis Municipal Code Chapter 13.54). As such, native trees
removed during project implementation shall be replaced off-site.

Mitigation Measure HWQ-1. Prior to construction, the applicant shall develop a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and submit a Notice of Intent to comply with the NPDES
“General Permit for Storm Water Discharge Associated with Construction Activity (99-882009-
009- DWQ,is amended). The SWPPP would include:

Slope surface stabilization measures, such as temporary mulching, seeding, and other
suitable stabilization measures to protect exposed erodible areas during construction, and
installation of earthen or paved interceptors and diversion at the top of cut of fill slopes
where there is a potential for erosive surface runoff;

Taylor Road Mixed-Use Project Town of Loomis
Addendum fo the IS/MND May 2017
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= Erosion and sedimentation control devices, such as energy absorbing structures or
devices, would be used, as necessary, to reduce the velocity of runoff water to prevent
polluting sedimentation discharges;

= Installation of mechanical and/or vegetative final erosion control measures within 30
days after completion of grading; and,

* Minimizing the land area disturbed and the period of exposure to the shortest feasible
time, as specified in the SWPPP.

Mitigation Measure HWQ-2. Prior to obtaining a building permit, the applicant will prepare a
hydrology drainage study that will be submitted to the Town Engineer for review and approval.
The Plan will detail project on-site drainage facilities to control long-term storm water runoff
consistent with the principles and policies of the Placer County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District and the Town of Loomis as outlined in the West Placer County Stormwater

Qmwgg Maﬂagemem Manual (20042016). B&sed—an—&xe—"Fe%m—ef—I:ee&&s—hﬁﬂga&ea—Fee

Mitigation Measure NOI-2. To meet the Town’s goal of 65 dB Ldn for exterior sounds
levels in the outdoor activity areas of residential dwellings, the applicant shall construct the
following:

* An 8-foot wall from the residential street in front of the house on Lot 263, parallel to
the driveway until it reaches the north property line, then running east until it reaches
the northeast property line of the lot. The exact location of the section of wall is
estlmated to be about L,Q%O feet west of the west face of the house Fhe—ellshall-be

» A 7-foot sound barrier wall along the common west property line of Lot 1 and_the
comumercial lots3-adjacent-to-commereial-Lot-1;

* All sound barrier walls must have a minimum surface weight of 3.5 to 4.0 Ibs/sq-ft;

= The structures must be continued along their width and height with no gaps at the
ground;

* The wall can be constructed from wood, metal or masonry; and

* All wall heights are referenced from house pad elevation.

Mmgafwn Measure NOI-3. w

C_O_ds_S_ELCLO_n l;,g; 070, lecu]atlgng of interior goung levels will be used to assess window,
door, insulation, and material requirements to meet the Town noise ordinance.
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Mitigation Measure PUB-3. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicant will pay all
other cornmumty facilities fees based on the current inwn dqm_alggment fee _achgl_ule Fowir-of

Mitigation Measure REC-1. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicant will either
provide the appropriate facility on site or pay all parkland achISltIOH mmgatlon fees based on

Repeﬂ—{Smc!aﬁ'%ﬁGS} %ﬁmﬁw—mpeﬁrﬁwﬁﬂﬂ&aﬂd—ﬂeq&mﬂes—wwld—b%
per sinsle— far
commercial

Mitigation Measure TRA-2. Prior to construction, the applicant shall pay its fair share to the
cost of needed improvements identified in the Town s General Plan gnﬂ_Cllgdatmn,Elgm_nt
Update (2016). Based—eﬂ—ﬂae—m
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5.0 CONCLUSIONS

Based on the information provided above, the proposed modifications to the Project would not
result in a measurable increase in environmental impacts over what was previously analyzed in
the 2005 IS/MND. No changes have occurred with respect to circumstances surrounding the
proposed Project that would cause significant environmental impacts to which the project would
contribute considerably, and no new information has become available that shows that the
Project would cause new significant environmental impacts. Although the environmental setting
or regulatory context for some resource areas has changed, no new significant impacts have been
identified, nor is the severity of previously identified impacts substantially greater than those
presented in the IS'MND. No new mitigation measures would be necessary to reduce significant
impacts. Therefore, the analyses conducted and the conclusions reached in the IS/MND adopted
in December 2005 remain valid and no supplemental environmental review is required beyond
this addendum.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

OVERVIEW

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) was developed to ensure that
mitigation measures included in the [nitial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the
Taylor Road Mixed-Use Project (Project) are fully implemented to reduce environmental impacts to
a less than significant level. In addition, this MMRP complies with the requirements of Public
Resources Code 21081.8, which requires the lead agency to adopt a reporting or monitoring
program.

This MMRP is a comprehensive monitoring program capable of being implemented immediately
upon approva! of the Project and documents mitigation measures from the Project's MND, the
timing of mitigation implementation, and the agencies responsible for monitoring and verifying
the measures. The MMRP would serve a dual purpose of verifying completion of the mitigation
measures for the proposed Project and generating information on the effectiveness of the
mitigation measure to guide future decisions. However, the MMRP is dynamic in that changes
may be made to the MMRP as specific information with regards to the monitoring efforts is
provided.

The Project applicant would be responsible for implementing the measures. Town of Loomis staff
would be responsible for oversight to ensure compliance with mitigation measures.

OVERSIGHT OF CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

The mitigation measures adopted as conditions of approval by the Town of Loomis would be
monitored prior to and during construction to ensure implementation. The oversight of
construction activities to ensure implementation and compliance with mitigation measures would
be accomplished by the applicant, Town of Loomis personnel, or by a third party specialist to serve
as a mitigation monitor for specific task.

SPECIFIC MMRP REQUIREMENTS

The core of the MMRP is described in the following Implementation Table (Table A-1) listing
measures from the MND, the implementation timing, administrative action needed to ensure that
the mitigation is included in the plans and construction of the Project, and the party responsible for
verification.

REVISIONS TO THE MMRP

The mitigation measures approved for the Project in 2005 apply to the currently proposed Project,
but the wording of some measures has been modified to bring the measures up-to-date with
current Town of Loomis and Placer County standards, policies, regulations, and fees. Revisions to
mitigation measures have been incorporated into the following Implementation Table (Table A-1).
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Table A-1. Mitigation Monitoring for the
Taylor Road Mixed-Use Project - Implementation Table

which are not being actively utilized for
construction purposes, shall be effectively
stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemical
stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp or
other suitable caver or vegetative ground cover;

= Al on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved
access roads shall be effectively stabilized of dust
emissions using walter or chemical
stabilizer/suppressant;

= All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation,
land leveling, grading, cut & fill, and demolilion
activilies shall be effectively controlled of fugitive
dust emissions utilizing application of water or by
presoaking;

= With the demolition of buildings up to six staries in
height, all exterior surfaces of the building shall be
welted during demolition;

* When materials are ftransported off-site, all
material shall be covered, or effectively wetled to
limit visible dust emissions, and at least six
inches of freeboard space from the lop of the
container shall be maintained;

= All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove
the accumulation of mud or dirt from adjacent
public_streets at the end of each workday. (The

Agency

Mitigation ImplementationiAdministrative| Responsible

Number Mitigation Measure Timing Action for

Verlfication
AESTHETICS, LIGHT AND GLARE

AES-1 To reduce the impacls of on-site fighting, all new on- [During Incorporate into [Town of
site security lighting shall be hooded and adjusted to [construction onstruction |_oomis
reduce or eliminate illumination of surrounding pecifications
properties and roadways. Such lighting shall be
designed to fit with the Town's evolving design
guidalinas.

AES-2 The proposed homes and commercial buildings shall [During Incorporate into [Town of
include the use of earth-tone paint and roof colors [construction nstruction | oomis
designed to blend with the surrounding semi-rural pecifications
environment and reduce the potential for reflected light
and glare.

AES-3 To miligate the visual impact associated with the [During Incorporate into [Town of
sound wall that would be constructed along Taylor [construction onstruction Loomis
Road, landscaping, Including construction of berms pecifications
and planting of shrubs, shall be performed. Trees shall
also be planted along Taylor Road to mitigate the
loss of large mature oaks, which would be removed
as part of the project.

AIR QUALITY

AQ-1 The following Regulation VH Control Measures shall be [During Monitor Town of
fully implemented during the construction period o jconstruction nstruction Loomis
reduce PM10 impacts to a Jevel of less than clivities
significant.

* Al disturbed areas, including slorage piles,
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Mitigation
Number

Mitigation Measure

Timing

implementation|Administrative

Action

Agency
Responsible
for
Verification

use of dry rotary brushes is expressly prohibited
except where preceded or accompanied by
suffiicient wetling to limit the visible dust
emissions.) {Use of blower devices is expressly
forbidden.);

*  Faollowing the addilion of materials to, or the
removal of materials from, the surface of outdoor
storage piles, said piles shall be effectively
stabilized of fugitive dust emissions utilizing
sufficient water or chemical stabilizer/supprassant

*  Within urban areas, trackout shall ba immediately
removed when it extends 50 or more feet from the
site and at the end of each workday; and,

*  Any sile with 150 or more vehicle trips per day
shall prevent carryout and trackout.

AQ-2

This measure focuses on reducing ozone formation
from project-related ozone precursors, NOx and ROG,
The primary source of these emissions would be
ROG released during application of paint to the
proposed residential and commercial structures. The
rate of ozone formation is grealest during periods of
clear weather, low winds and high temperatures. One
of the following measures shall be implemented to
prevent exceedances of the State 1- hour ozone
standard:

= Paint shall not be applied frormm May through
September; OR

= Paint emissions shall not exceed the 185 pound
per day significance threshold (88 gallons per day
based on 2.08 pounds VOC per gallon); AND

= Paint emissions shall not exceed the 2.5 ton per
quarter significance thresheld {2,403 gallons per
quarter based on 2.08 pounds VOC per gallon).

The use of pre-coated materials, or naturally colored
materials and high transfer efficiency painting
methods  (e.g., HVLP, brushfroller, eic,) to the
maximum extent feasible would reduce the amount of
paint used and facilitate compliance with the
thresholds.

During
construction

onstruction
tivities

Monitor [Town of

| oomis

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

BIO-1

Initial rough grading operations and vegetation
removal shall be conducted prior to, or after, the
lypical migralory bird nesling season (March 1 -
August 1) to avoid any polential impacl to migratory
bird nesling activily. Therefore, initial grading should
be conducled between the months of August and
February. If this construclion window is infeasible, and
construction does not occur in 2005, pre-construction
surveys shall be conducted prior to any initial grading
activity and vegetation removal lo idenlify any potential
bird nesting activity, and:

A. If any nest siles of bird species prolected

under the Migratory Bird Trealy Act are observed

Prior to
ronstruction

re-construction
urvey

Town of
f.oomis
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Mitigation
Number

Mitigation Measure

Implementation
Timing

Administrative
Action

Agency
Responsible
for
Verification

within the vicinity of the project site, then the
project shall be modified andfor delayed as
necessary 1o avoid direct take of the identified
nests, eggs, and/or young; and,

B. If active nest sites of raptors and/or birds species
of special concern are observed within the vicinity
of the project site, then COFG shall be
contacted fo establish the appropriate buffer
around the nest site. Construction activities in the
buffer zone shall be prohibited until the young
have fledged the nest and achieved independence.

BIO-2

Prior to Final Map approved by the Town, the
applicant shall develop and submit a Native Tres
Replacement and Mitigation Plan to the Town of
Loomis to ensure that the project is in compliance
with the Town of Loomis Trea Conservation Ordinance
(Town of Loomis Municipal Code Chapter 13.54). As
such, nalive ftrees removed during project
implementation shall be replaced off-sita.

Prior to
construction

Pre-construction
[survey

Town of
Loomis

BIO-3

Upon the completion of mitigation, a final status report
shall be preparad by the project arborist and submitted
to the Town of Loomis, certifving the project was in
compliance with the mitigation measures, which will be
included within the proposed Native Tree
Replacement and Mitigation Plan, as described above.

Prior to
iconstruction

Pra-construction
survey

Town of
Loomis

BIO-4

Lost wetlands shall be mitigated at a replacement-to-
loss ratio from 1:1 to 4:1, as determined by the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (ACQOE), based on the
biotic value of the wetland established by the required
environmental analysis, and shall ensure that there
is no net loss of welland functions and values.

Prior to
construction

Provide
necessary
mitigation

Town of
Loomis

CULTURAL RESOURCES

CuL-1

If construction aclivities expose archeological rasources
(artifacts, unusual amounts of stone, bone or shell) or
human remains, work shall stop within the immediate
vicinity of

the resource unlil such time as the resource can be
evalualed by a qualified archeologist and any other
appropriate individuals consistent with the provisions
of CEQA - Section 15064.5. If human remains are
unearthed, the Placer County Coroner must be
contacted. If the bone is likely to be Nalive American
in origin, the coroner must contact the Nalive
Heritage Commission to identify most likely
descendants.

During
construction

onitor
nstruction

ctivities

Town of
Loomis

SOILS, SEISMICITY, AND GEOLOGY

GEO-1

Before finalization of the construction specifications, a |Prior to

geolechnical investigation would be conducted. Any
measures identified in this report shall be
incorporated into the specifications, consistent with the
Uniform Building Code.

nalization of
nstruction
pecifications

Incorporate
indings of study
nio construction
pecifications

Town of
Loomis

GEO-2

Implement Measure HWQ-1.

During

iconstruction

Town of

l::ncorporate into
onstruction

Loomis
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!
| Mitigation
i Number

Mitigation Measure

implementation
Timing

Adminisérative
Action

Agency
Responsible
for
Verification

jspecifications

HAZARDS

HAZ-1

Prior to construction, the applicant will perform the
following:

= Remove trash and debris from the site;

= Remove the empty 55-gallon drum from site and
properly dispose,

= Properly dispose of the vehicle with particular care
taken to prevent spillage of oil from the engine.
Remove any slained soils and properly
characterize and dispose with a certified facility;

Coordinate with PG&E regarding the buried high
pressurs natural gas line that present along the
northern boundary of the site adjacent to Taylor
Road; and,

Properly dispose of trailer and debris off sile.

Prior to
iconstruction

Incorporate into
canstruction
lspecifications

Town of
i oomis

HAZ-2

Disclose to homebuyers purchasing properties within
100 feet of the high pressure LPG/propane tank that is
located on the KOA property approximately 15 fest
south of the Lot #24 fence/property line.

Upon sale of Lots

Require in
deeds

Town of
Loomis

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

HWQ-1

Prior to construction, the applicant shall develop a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and submit a
Nolice of Intenl to comply with the NPDES “General
Permit for Slorm Waler Discharge Associated with
Construclion  Aclivity  (99-082009-009-DWQ, as
amended). The SWPPP would include:

» Slope surface stabilization measures, such as
temporary mulching, seeding, and other suitable
stabilization measures to protect exposed erodible
areas during construction, and installation of earthen
or paved Interceptors and diversion at the top of cul
of fill slopes where there is a polential for erosive
surface runoff,

= FErosion and sedimentation control devices, such as
energy absorbing structures or devices, would be
used, as necessary, to reduce the velocily of runoff
water to prevent polluting sedimentation discharges;

Installation of mechanical andfor vegetative final
erosion control measures within 30 days after
completion of grading; and,

= Minimizing the land area disturbed and the period of
exposure to the shortest feasible time, as specified in
lhe SWPPP.

IPrior to and
during
construction

Encorporate into

onstruction
pecifications

|
1
|
[
|
i

iTown of
Loomis

HwWQ-2

Prior to obtaining a building permit, the applicant will
prepare a hydrology drainage study that will be
submitted fo the Town Engineer for review and approval.
The Plan will detail project on-site drainage facilities to
confrol long-terrn storm water runoff consistent with the
principals and policies of the Placer County Flood
Contral and Walter Conservalion District and the Town of

Prior to
construction

Provide
rainage study
nd make
ppropriate
unding to the
own

Town of
L oomis
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Mitigation
Number

Mitigation Measure

Implementation
Timing

Administrative
Action

Agency
Responsible
for
Verification

Loomis as ouflined in the West Placer County
Stormwater Quality Design Manual (2016). The
applicant will pay drainage fees as required by the
current Town development fee schedule.

HWQ-3

During consfruction, the applicant will manage storm
water to relain the natural flow regime and water
quality, including not altering baseline flows in receiving
waters, not allowing untreated discharges to occur into
existing aquatic resources, not using aquatic
resources for detention or transport of flows above
current hydrology, duration, and frequancy. All storm
water flows generated on-site during and after
construction and entering surface walers should be
prefreated to reduce oil, sediment, and other
conlaminants.

During
construction

onstruction

Encurporate into
pecifications

Town of
| comis

HWQ-4

If a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers {ACOE) permit is
required for the project, the applicant shall obtain, prior
to construction, 401 Water Quality Certification from
the California Regional Water Contral Board pursuant
o the ACOE 404{b)}{1) Guidance.

Prior to
construction

Obtain permit, if
required

Town of
l.oomis

NOISE

NOI-1

ensure that the construction
reducing

The applicant shall

contraclor employs the following noise

measures;

= Standard construction activities shall be limited to
between 7.00 AM to 6:00 PM Monday through Friday;

= All equipment shall have sound-control devices no
less effeclive than those provided by the
manufacturer. No equipment shall have un-mufiled
exhaust pipes; and,

= Stationary noise sources shall be located as far
from sensitive receptors as possible, and they
shall be mufiled and enclosed within {emporary
sheds, or insulation barriers or other measures
shall be incorporated to the extent possible.

During
construction

onstruction

Enccrporate into
pecifications

own of

1 oomis

NOI-2

To meet the Town's goal of 65 dB Ly, for exterior
sounds levels In the ouldoor aclivity areas of
residential dwellings, the applicant shall construct the
following:

= An 8-foot wall from the residential street in front of
the house on Lot 26, parallel to the driveway until it
reaches the north property line, then running east
until it reaches the northeast property line of the Iol.
The exact location of the section of wall is estimated
to be about 50 feet west of the west face if the
house.

= A 7-fool sound bamier wall along the common
prapery line of Lot 1 and the commercial lots;

All sound barrier walls must have a minimum
surface weight of 3.5 to 4.0 Ibs/sq-fi;

= The structures must be continued along their width
and height with no gaps at the ground;

= The wall can be construcled from wood, metal or

During
iconstruction

onstruction

Encorporale into
pecifications

Town of
Loomis
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Agency

Mitigation Implementation|Administrative| Responsible

Number Mitigation Measure Timing Action for

Verification
masonry; and,
» Al wall heights are referenced from house pad
elevation.

NOI-3 The applicant will employ construction methods and |During Incorporate into [Town of
materials in keeping with standard engineering onstruction tonstruction Loomis
practices and noise abatement design o meet the pecifications
Town’s maximum allowable interior and exterior noise
levels, as codified in Municipal Code Section
13.030.070. Calculations of interior sound levels will be
used to assess window, door, insulation, and material
requirements to meet the Town noise ordinance. oy

NOI-6 As a condition of approval, the applicant shall {Upon sale of lots Require in Town of
incorporate language similar to the following in the deads 1 oomis
deeds for all lots abutting the Union Pacific Railroad
right-of-way: “Owner acknowledges that Union Pacific
Railroad operates (and will continue to operate) a
railroad adjacent to the Property and recognizes that
such operation may creale some nolses and
vibrations affecting the Property. Grantee accepts the
Property subject to such noises and vibrations, and
hereby covenants io release Union Pacific Railroad
from all liability, cost and expense resulting there from.

This convent shall run with the Property and shall be
binding upon the successors and assigns of Grantee.”
PUBLIC SERVICES

PUB-1 The applicant shall pay the appropriate fire protection {Prior to and Make Town of
fees in accordance with the Loomis Fire Proteclion during appropriate Loomis
Districl. construction funding to the

Loomis Fire
Protection
District

PUB-2 The applicant shall pay appropriate school fees based |Prior to Make Town of
on eslimated student yield rates and will be consistent [construction ppropriate i oomis
with the requirements of the Loomis Union unding to the
Elementary School District, Placer Union High School chool districts
District, and Placer Counly Office of Education.

PUB-3 Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicant [Prior to Fake Town of
will pay all other community facilities fees based on [construction ppropriaie L oomis
the current Town development fee schedule. unding to the

Town

PUB4 Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicant [Prior lo Obtain approval {Town of
shall submit plans lo PG&E for review and obtain a [construclion from PG&E L oomis
final no objeclion letter. The applicant shall ensure
that there is adequale ground clearance from the wires
as set forh in Califomia Public Utilities Commission
General Order No. 95,

RECREATION/QOPEN SPACE

RECA1 Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicant will |Prior to ake Town of
either provide the appropriate facility on site or pay [construction ppropriate L oomis
all parkland acquisilion mitigation fees based on the unding to the
current Town development fee schedule. own

TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

TRA-1 The applicant shall construct standard frontage {During l'l:ncorporate into [Town of

improvements along Taylor Road. iconstruction onstruction L oomis

Page A-8




Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Taylor Road Mixed-Use Project

May 2017 Addendum
Mitigation Monitering and Reporting Program

Agency

Mitigation Implementation|Administrative| Responsible

Number liitigation Maasure Timing Action for

Verification
o Bpecifications ]

TRA-2 Prior to construction, the applicant shall pay its fair Following ake Town of
share to the cost of needed improvements identified in jconstruction ppropriate Loomis
the Town's Gensral Plan and Circulation Element unding fo the
Update {2016). own

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Uss-1 The applicant shall design and construct all on-site [Prior to and ,!lncorporate into [Town of
facilities required as a result of the project to enable (during tonstmction Loomis
sewer service for the project. All work shall conform to kconstruction pecifications;
fhe Standard Specifications of SPMUD. Improvement Development

i plans shall be submitted to SPMUD for review and agreement
approval prior to issuance of a Building Permit from the
Town. Such sewer service which the SPMUD may
hereafter provide to the proposed project will be
subject to all ordinances, resolutions, rules, and
regulations, taxes, charges, fees, and assessments of
the SPMUD.

Uss-2 The applicant shall design and construct all on-site {Prior to and Incorporate into [Town of
stormwater drainage facilities as specified by the during construction Loomis
hydrology report approved by the Town Engineer (see lonstruction Epecifications

| Mitigation Measure HWQ-2).
fuss3 | Implement Mitigation Measure HWQ-1. During Incorporate into [Town of
| icenstruction t,ansiruction Loomis
pecifications

Uss-4 The applicant shall enter into a pipeline extension or |Prior to evelop Town of
service order agreement with the Placer County Water jconstruction greement Foomis
Agency lo provide any on-site pipelines or other
facilities required fo supply water for domestic or fire |
protection purposes. It would also have to pay all !
necessary fees and chargers required by the Agency, |
including Water Connection Charges. l

USS-5 In the interest of reducing the amount of solid waste t’rior to and neorporate into [Town of
going to the landfils {(and to conserve natural ffollowing ontract Loomis

{ resources), the applicant shall consult with the Town |construction pecifications
| to encourage {enants of the houses and commercial
buildings to establish recycling programs that include
separating green waste (lawn and pruning), paper
products and other recyclable materials from non-
| recyclable materials. The applicant shall also
encourage the construction contractor to separate
wood scraps (and other recyclable items) from other
wasle in order to reduce the amount of material going
o the landfill. Clean wood scraps can be “chipped”
and composled al private facilities. 2

USS-6 All non-residential development associaled with the [Following dhere to the  [Town of
proposed project shall conform to the requirements of [construction City of |_oomis
the City of Roseville Industrial Wasle Prelreatment Roseville's
Program in accordance with Ordinance 14.26 of the Industrial Waste

| Roseville Municipal Code, Pretreatment
i Program
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CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15164

CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 specifies the type of documentation required when changes are
proposed to a project. CEQA Guidelines Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines includes
situations when a subsequent or supplemental EIR is not required, and an addendum may be
prepared.

15162. Subsequent EIRs and Negative Declarations

(a) When an EIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent
EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of
substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the following:

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects;

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration
due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in
the severity of previously identified significant effects; or

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was
certified as complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
EIR or negative declaration;

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than
shown in the previous EIR;

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in
fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative; or

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects
on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure
or alternative.

(b} If changes to a project or its circumstances occur or ncw information becomes available after
adoption of a negative declaration, the lead agency shall prepare a subsequent EIR if required

Taylor Road Mixed-Use Project Town of Loomis
Addendum lo the IS/MND May 2017
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under subdivision (a). Otherwise the lead agency shall determine whether to prepare a
subsequent negative declaration, an addendum, or no further documentation.

(c) Once a project has been approved, the lead agency’s role in project approval is completed,
unless further discretionary approval on that project is required. Information appearing afier an
approval does not require reopening of that approval. If after the project is approved, any of the
conditions described in subdivision (a) occurs, a subsequent EIR or negative declaration shall
only be prepared by the public agency which grants the next discretionary approval for the
project, if any. In this situation no other responsible agency shall grant an approval for the
project until the subsequent EIR has been certified or subsequent negative declaration adopted.

(d) A subsequent EIR or subsequent negative declaration shall be given the same notice and
public review as required under Section 15087 or Section 15072. A subsequent EIR or negative
declaration shall state where the previous document is available and can be reviewed.

15164. Addendum to an EIR or Negative Declaration

(a) The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously certified
EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section
15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.

(b) An addendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if only minor technical
changes or additions arc necessary or nonec of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling
for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred.

(c) An addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to
the final EIR or adopted negative declaration.

(d) The decision making body shall consider the addendum with the final EIR or adopted
negative declaration prior to making a decision on the project.

(e) A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section
15162 should be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency's findings on the project, or
elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported by substantial evidence.

Taylor Road Mixed-Use Project Town of Loomis
Addendum to the IS/MND May 2017
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TOWN OF LOOMIS

ORDINANCE NO. 252

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF LOOMIS REPEALING AND REENACTING CHAPTER 13.54
OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE RELATING TO TREE CONSERVATION

Section 1. Chapter 13.54 of the Town of Loomis (“the Town”) Municipal Code is hereby repealed and reenacted as
follows:

TREE CONSERVATION
Sections:
13.54.010 Purpose and Intent
13.54.020 Goal
13.54.030 Definitions
13.54.040 Property Owner Responsibilities
13.54.050 Town Manager Duties
13.54.060 Exempt Activities
13.54.070 Protected Trees, Permit Required
13.54.080 Permit, Application, Process, Decision
13.54.090 Removal of Trees-Mitigation and Replacement
13.54.100 Use of In-lieu Fees
13.54.110 Agricultural Exemptions
13.54.120 Development Projects, Tree Plan Required
13.54.130 Mitigation of Other Trees
13.54.140 Implementing Regulations
13.54.150 Liability-Responsibility
13.54.160 Emergency Response and Abatement
13.54.170 Stop-work Order
13.54.180 Appeals
13.54.190 Violation-Penalty

13.54.010 Purpose and Intent.

The Town of Loomis is unique in the region in preserving the rural characier of its Town core and outlying areas,
The tree canopy of both native and introduced species contributes significantly to this character and offers residents
environmental, social, financial (property values), and aesthetic benefits. Trees are, in effect, green infrastructure.
The highest priority of our tree ordinance is to maximize the preservation of existing protected trees. Public safety is
a primary benefit, as healthy trees are safe trees. The goal of a tree ordinance is to promote a healthy tree canopy
needed for community enjoyment and vibrant, functioning ecosystems. This Chapter covers tree management in
both new development and established residential areas.

This Chapter acknowledges the delicate balance between the rights of private citizens to develop their properties, and
the public interest in preserving its tree canopy. Trees are a community asset needing protection, maintenance, and
continued rejuvenation. A clearly defined, fair, and effective ordinance helps provide for the long-term benefits of
the citizens as well as the Town’s tree canopy.



13.54.020  Goal.
The Town's goal is to achieve an overall healthy tree canopy, and to the extent feasible, using the Sacramento Tree
Foundation’s Greenprint Program as a guideline.

13.54.030  Definitions.
As used in this Chapter the following words and terms shall have the following meanings:

“Caliper” means a tree measurement for trees less than 6” DBH, by measuring the trec 6™ above grade.

“Construction Activity’’ means the incorporation of labor and materials to build any structure requiring permanent or
temporary location.

“Critical Root Zone (CRZ)" is the arca to be protected around a tree where the radius of the circle around the
Protected Tree is the longest horizontal branch plus one (1) foot.

“Development Project” means any construction project undertaken for the purpose of development which requires
discretionary approval from the Town, including, but not limited to a conditional use permit, major use permit, or
minor use permit. A project which only requires a ministerial permit, such as a building permit, is excluded from this
definition.

“Diameter al Breast Height (DBH)” is the diameler of a tree trunk as measured at 54” (4’6™) above the ground at the
base of the Lree.

“Exempt Trees” are trees not identified in this Chapter as protected.
“Heritage Tree” means any tree identified by council resolution.

“Multi-Trunk/Multi Stem:™ means a same species of tree that appears to originate from one general base location.
The cxtrapolated diameter of a multi-trunk tree shall equal the combined aggregate cross section area measurements
a1 54" above grade.

“Native Tree” (for the purpose of this Chapter) means a living tree, or hybrids thereof, of the interior live oak
(Quercus wislizenit), valley oak, blue oak (Quercus douglasii), and Oracle oak (Quercus x morehus),

*Owner"” means the legal owner of real properiy fronting upon any street as shown on the last equalized assessment
roll.

“Protected Tree” means any native oak tree with a trunk that is a minimum of 6 inches in diamelter as measure at
breast height (DBH) for Interior Live Oak, Valley Ouk, and Oracle Oak and 4 inches DBH for Blue Oak.; any oak
tree with multiple trunks that have an aggregate DBH of at least 10 inches, or any Heritage Tree. This also includes
any trees preserved or replanted pursuant to Chapter 13.54.090, except for Exempt Trees and those classified as
invasive species by the California Invasive Pest Council, Cal-IPC (cal.ipc.org) and non-native trees listed as not to be
planted on Town-owned property in the Master Tree List.

“T4, T6, T8 Tree Pot” means a Lree container with a square top. A T4 Tree Pot is 4"x4"x14", a T6 tree pol is
6”x6"x 16 and a T8 Tree Pot is 8"x8"x 18",

“Town Manager” means the Town Manager or his or her designated representative.

“Tree Permit” means written authorization by the Town Manager, on an official Tree Permit applicalion, to perform
an activity identified in this Chapter on a Protected Tree requiring a Tree Permit.
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13.54.040 Property Owner Responsibility.

A It is the responsibility of the property owner to maintain all trees on his or her property. The property
owner must ensure that the trees on his or her property do not pose a danger to his or her own property or the
propeity of others, Property owners have the burden of demonstrating compliance with this Chapter.

B. Property owners that do not maintain trees on their property and, as a result, create an emergency, will
be subject to the provisions of Section 13.54.170,

13.54.050 Town Manager Duties.
The Town Manager shall perform the following duties:

A, Determine and take inventory of suitable and desirable species of specified trees and the areas in
which and the conditions under which such trees shall be planted, in consultation with a certified arbarist.
The Town Manager shall report the findings in writing to the Town Council. When approved by the Town
Council, the report shall be known as the “master tree list,” and shall be placed on file with the Town clerk
and shall thereafter be the official determination of the Town Manager. Revisions or changes in the master
tree list may be made from time to time by the Town Manager, in consultation with a certified arborist, with
the approval of the Town Council.

B. Perform other duties as set forth in this Chapter.

13.54.060 Exempt Activities.
The following activities are considered exempt from the mitigation provisions of this Chapter:

A. Removal of Protected Trees from a residential parcel that is zoned with a minimum allowed lot size of
4.6 acres or less, provided the parcel can no longer be subdivided. Although exempt from the mitigation, the
owner of any such parcel must still obtain a Tree Permit prior to the removal of a Protected Tree.

B. Pruning. Pruning of trees covered under this Chapter is exempt provided the pruning activity does not
interfere with the condition of any Protected Tree.

C. Emergency response and abatement as set forth in 13.54,170 of this Chapter.

D. Traffic Visibility Obstructions. Removal or relocation of trees necessary to maintain adequate line-of-
sight distances as required or determined by the Town Manager or Town Engineer are exempt from the
mitigation provisions of this Chapler..

E. The removal of dead, dying, or hazardous trees, as determined by the Town Manager, the Town
Arborist, or an arborist approved by the Town Manager (rated a 0 “dead,” or | *dying or hazardous,” or 2
“major corrective care needed”) shall not require mitigation. Photographic evidence may be required.

F. Nurseries, Christmas Tree farms and orchards are exempt from the provisions of this Chapter.

G. Protected Trees removed for construction of public infrastructure improvements (streets and
sidewalks) required as a condition of development approval, shall be exempt from tree mitigation
requirements provided all feasible alternatives to reduce the number of trees proposed for removal have been

exhausted.

H. Tree removal required by state law.



13.54.070 Protected Trees, Permit Required
It shall be unlawful to perforin any of the following acts with respect to a Protected Tree within the Town limits
without a Tree Permit issued by the Town Manager:

A, Move, remove, cut down, poison, set fire to or permit fire to burn in proximity to, or pecform or fail to
perform any act which resulis in the unnatural death or destruction of a Protected Tree.

B. Perform any activity that will interfere with the condition of any Protected Tree.

C. Perform any work or permit any work to be performed within the critical root zone (CRZ) of a
Protected Tree which would endanger the trec.

During construction activity on any property upon which a Protecled Tree is located, it is unlawful for any person to
perform any of the following acts without a Tree Permit issued by the Town Manager, which permit shall not be
denied if the activities are deemed necessary for the project and proper care is taken to protect any Protected Tree:

D. Trench, grade, pave or otherwise damage or disturb any exposed roots within the critical root zone
{CRZ) of a Protected Tree.

E. Park or operate any motor vehicle within the critical root zone (CRZ) of any Protected Tree,

F. Place or store any equipment or construction materials within the critical root zone (CRZ) of any
Protected Tree.

G. Place, apply or attach any signs, ropes, cables or any other items to any Protected Tree.

H. Place or allow to flow any oil, fuel, concrete mix or other deleterious substance into or over within the

critical root zone (CRZ) of any Protected Tree.

L All work shall conform to the most current American National Standards Institute (ANSI) tree care
standards.

EN Trenching — Pathway Standards: The owner/developer will be required to submit a utility and/or
irrigation Trenching-Pathway plan on the site plan:
1. The Trenching Pathway Plan shall depict all of the following: easements, storm drains,
sewers, water mains, area drains, and irrigation and underground utilities. Except in lot sale
subdivisions, the Trenching Pathway Plan must show all lateral lines serving buildings. The plan must
also include an accurate plolting of the critical root zone (CRZ) of each Protecled Tree within 50" of
the soil disturbance activity.

2. The trenching-pathway plan must be developed to avoid going into the CRZ of any Protected
Tree on its path from the street to the building.
3. If the encroachment into the CRZ is avoidable, a certified arborist musl assess the impact to

determine the type of preservation device required. Boring under the root system of a Protected Tree
may be required. Encroachments and mitigation measures must be addressed in a supplement arborist
report. If no preservation device is implemented, mitigation shall be required for that Protected Tree.
4. In order to minimize or avoid injury to the root system, trenching within the CRZ of a
Protected Tree, when permitted, may only be conducted with hand tools, air spades, or other
acceplable measures. Acceplable measures and said work shall be determined by and conducted
under the supervision of a certified arborist. Boring machinery, boring pits, and spoils shall be sct
outside of the CRZ fencing.

3. Utility corridors shall be under or adjacent to driveways where feasible, if needed for tree
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13.54,080

A.
fill out

B.
followi

protection.
Permit, Application, Process, Decision.

Any person seeking to perform any activity for which a Tree Permit is required by this Chapter shall

an application containing the following information:

1. Location, size and species of the tree(s) affected;

2. The type of activity for which the permit is sought;

3. A statement of the reasons for the aclivity;

4, A written evaluation of the health and status of the tree(s) affected prepared by a registered

forester or an International Society of Arborists (1.S.A.) certified arborist and evaluating the following:
Overall rating of tree condition, by tree number, according to the following categories:

Rating #0: This indicates a tree that has no significant sign of life.

Rating #1: The problems are extreme. This rating is assigned to a tree that has a structural and/or
health problems that no amount of work or effort can change. The issues may or may not be
considered a dangerous situation.

Rating #2: The tree has major problems. If the option is taken to preserve the tree, its condition
could be improved with corrective work including, but not limited to: Pruning, cabling, bracing,
bolting, guying, spraying, mistletoe removal, vertical mulching, fertilization, etc. If the recommended
actions are completed correctly, hazard can be reduced and the rating can be elevated toa 3. If no
action is taken the tree is considered a liability and should be removed.

Rating #3: The tree is in fair condition. There are some minor structural or health problems that pose
no immediate danger. When the recommended actions in an Arborist report are completed correctly
the defect(s) can be minimized or eliminated.

Rating #4: The tree is in good condition and there are no apparent problems that an Arborist can see
from a visual ground inspection. If potential structural or health problems are tended to at this stage
future hazard can be reduced and more serious health problems can be averted.

Rating #5: No problems found from a visual ground inspection. Structurally, these trees have
properly spaced branches and near perfect characteristics for the species. Highly rated trees are not
common in natural or developed landscapes. No tree is ever perfect, especially with the
unpredictability of nature, but with this highest rating, the condition should be considered excellent
Note: Ratings are dependent upon the condition of the tree. There is a very important line drawn
between a tree rated a 3 and a 2. A tree rated 3, 4, 5 is a tree to be preserved, and a tree rated 0, 1, or 2
is recommended for removal. Trees rated a 2 may be retained and rated a 3, but only if the
recommendations are followed; otherwise the tree should be removed.

3. The certified arborist or registered forester preparing the report shall not be from the tree
company retained to remove the trees;

6. For a development project, the tree plan as provided by Section 13.54.120; and

7. Such other information as the Town Manager may require to effectuate the intent of this
Chapter.

8. If the site is subject to CC&R's that address tree removal and are administered by an active

Homeowner’s Association (HOA), the application shall include written approval from the association.

In reaching a decision to grant or deny a Tree Permit, the Town Manager shall take into account the

ng:
L. The condition of the tree with respect to disease, general health, damage, public nuisance,
danger of falling, proximity to existing or proposed structures, and interference with utility services;
2. The number of existing trees in the area and the effect of any proposed removal upon the
public health and safety, or the prosperity, beauty and general welfare of the area;

3. Mitigation measures as proposed or replacement measures; and

4. Steps to avoid or minimize removal and destruction of trees,
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C. The Town Manager shall render a decision granting or denying an application for a Tree Permit within
(30) thirty days from the date the completed application is received. As a condition of granting a Tree Permit,
the Town Manager may require that the work be performed by a person who is qualified by education or
experience 1o perform the work and who holds a valid business license issued by the Town for such purpose.

D. Each application and each appeal shall be accompanied by fees as prescribed by a resolution of the
Town Council. Such fees shall in no event exceed the actual cost to the Town to conduct the services
required to satisfy the requirements of this Chapter. No fee shall be required for a Tree Permit issued for the
removal of a Protected Tree if removal of the tree is exempt from compliance with the mitigation provisions
of this Chapter pursuant to Section 13.54.060.A,

E. The Town Manager shall periodically present a summation of his actions to the Town Council for its
review,
F. The property owner removing a Protected Tree will make every effort to replace the tree on the

property, in accordance with Section 13.54.090.
G. All hired work shall conform to the most current ANSI tree care standards.
13.54.090 Removal of Trees, Mitigation and Replacement.

When the Town Manager has granted a Tree Permit to remove a Protected Tree, said permit shall require the
applicant to replace the tree with a living tree (or trees) of the same species on the properly or within the Town of
Loomis, in a location approved by the Town Manager, Said location will be specified in the Tree Permit. The
replacement requirement shall be calculated as provided by Table 5-3. The property owner will replace the tree(s)
and continue to replace the replacement tree(s) if the tree(s) die(s) any time within five (5) years of the initial
planting. Annual Arborist monitoring with a written report is required to ensure survival of the trees. The removal of
dead, dying, or hazardous trees, as delermined by the Town Manager, the Town Arborist, or an arborist approved by
the Town Manager (rated a 0 “dead,” or | “dying or hazardous,” or 2 “major corrective care needed”) shall not
require mitigation. Photographic evidence may be required.



Table 5-3: Tree Removal Mitigation Table
Species of Trees to | Size of Trees DBH | T4, T6 or T8 #15 (15 Gal.) In-lieu Fee
+ be Removed in Inches Tree Potsor | Or | Mitigation | Or | Amount $ Per Inch
#5/5 Gal. Trees to be of Tree Removed
Planted
Blue Oak
{Q. douglasii) 4-9.9 X 4 X 2 x $100
10-24.9 X 6 X 3 x 5110
25-299 X 8 X 4 x $120
30-34.9 X 10 X ] x $130
>35 X 12 X 6 x 5140
Valley Oak
(Q. Jobata) 6-9.9- X 3 X | x$90
10-24.9 X 4 X 2 x $100
25-29.9 X 5 p 3 x §110
30-34.9 X 6 X 4 x $120
> 35 X 8 X 5 x 5130
Interior Live Oak
(0. wislizenii) 6-9.9- X 3 X | x $ 80
Oracle Oak i0-249 X 4 X 2 x 590
(Quercus x
morehiis) 25-299 X 5 X 3 x $100
30-34.9 X 6 X 4 x $110
> 35 X 8 X 5 x §120

For each species and size class, 1 or a combination of columns may be used to determine total mitigation. Up to 50%

of the required replacement trees may have T4, T6, T8 Tree Pols (oaks) container size, where the Town Manager

determines that long term tree health and survival will be improved by starting with a smaller container size, and that
each tree with a container size less than #15 will not be in a location where it will be more subject to damage while it
is becoming established than a larger tree. If the property owner is unable to replace the tree on his or her property or
within an area approved by the Town Manager, the Town Manager shall require the property owner to pay an In-lieu

Fee to the Town.

A, Small Tree and Native Tree Preservation Credits (TPC). The Town may consider the preservation

of seedling and sapling native oak trees that are smaller than 6" DBH (4" DBH for Blue Oaks) as a
credit toward the total removed inches. For example, a " sapling (Caliper) would equal 1" of

mitigation. These smaller trees are valuable because they are already established. Trees with Calipers

of less than 1" shall not be eligible for credit under this provision. Retention of small blue oaks is
especially encouraged. Any tree that is to be considered for preservation credit shall be evaluated,
included in the arborist report, rated a 3, 4, or 5 and located in a suitable site with adequate spacing.
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They must be marked as protecied mitigation trees (e.g. tagged or staked), and fenced during
construction just as protected trees are required to be fenced. TPC shall not count if they are in a poor
growing space due to position within the CRZ of another Protected Tree to be preserved, or are likely
to be adversely impacted by the proposed development or they are located in a non-development zone,
They shall be included as Protecied Trees in all required monitoring as stated in 13.54.090 of this
Chapter.

B. Large Parcel 10% Allowance. On residentially zoned parcels zoned larger than RS-10 and having at
least ten (10) Protected Trees, ten percent (10%) of Protecied Trees may be removed over a ten (10) year
period withoul mitigation being required. Trees within conservation easements may be counted but not
removed under this provision. A dated site map, subject to staff verification, to be kept on file at Town Hall,
showing size, number, and species of all Protected Trees is required to verify the ten (10) percent. The Large
Parcel 10% Allowance is subject to Town approval.

C. Woodland Enhancement. Removal of Protected Trees to thin canopy density, improve overall
health and spacing of remaining trees, improve species diversity, and improve habitat value shall not require
mitigation. This requires a registered forester or certified arborist to provide a written recommendation and
justification and is subject to review by the Town Arborist and subject to Town Manager approval.

13.54.-100  Use of In-lien Fees.

In-licu Fees shall not be used for any other purposes other than for tree planting or propagation, purchasing,
maintenance, preservation programs (including, but not limited to, land purchase and/or conservation easements),
public education programs regarding trees which support the purposes of this Chapler (c.g. workshops on proper
pruning), and activities in support of the administration of this Chapter. Fees collected pursuant to this Chapter may

be directed by the Town Council to non-profit organizations for the implementation of programs consistent with the
purposes of this Chapter within the Town of Loomis.

13.54.-110  Agricoltural Exemptions.
A Tree Permit may be granted to allow trec removal within the RA zoning district for an active agricultural use
withoul mitigation and subject to the following conditions:

A. the agncultural use, as proposed and ultimately cstablished, shall be limited to crop production,
horticuliure, orchards or vineyards, but shall not include grazing or other animal uses;

B. Only that area that will be utilized for active agriculture shall be exempt;
C. The Tree Permil shall be exercised within one (1) year;
D. Once tree removal is commenced, the proposed replacement agricultural use shall be in place within

tweaty-four (24) months of the removal of the [irst tree, or mitigation shall be required in compliance with
Sections 13.54.090, an extension of one (1) year may be granted;

E. Once the replacement agricultural use is established, it shall be maintained for a minimum of ten (10)
years. Il the agriculural use is terminated before ten (10) years, and/or if a subdivision application for non-
agricultural development (other than an application for a minor land division) is approved with the Town
within that period, mitigation shall be required in compliance with Sections 13.54.090;

F. The approved tree removal and subsequent agricultural use shall retain existing trees:
l. Surrounding existing buildings;
2 Within 100’ from a perennial stream;
3. Within 10’ of any property line or neighboring dwelling; and
4 In significant groves, as determined by the Town Manager.
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13.54.120 Development Projects, Tree Plan Required.

An application for a development project shall be accompanied by a tree plan, prepared by a certified arborist,

centaining the following information:
A. Contour map showing the extent of grading within any part of the CRZ, plus existing and proposed
grades and the location, size, species and condition of all existing trees which are located upon the property
proposed for development.

B. Identification of those trees which the applicant proposes to preserve and those trees which are
proposed to be removed and the reason for such removal, including identification of all onsite Protected
Trees.

C. A description of measures to be followed to insure survival of Protected Trees during construction.

D. A program for the preservation of Protected Trees and other trees not proposed for removal during and
after completion of the project, which shalt include the following:
l. Each iree or group of trees (o be preserved shall be enclosed with a fence prior to any grading,
movement of heavy equipment, approval of improvement plans or the issuance of any permits and
such fence shall be removed following construction, but prior to installation of landscaping material;
2, Fencing shall be located at the CRZ of the tree or trees and shall be a minimum of four (4) feet
in height;
3 Sigas shall be posted on all sides of fences surrounding each tree stating that each tree is to be
preserved;
4. Any and all exposed roots shall be covered with a protective material during construction.

E. A program for the replacement of any Protected Trees proposed to be removed.

F. All of the tree preservation measures required by the conditions of a discretionary project approval
(the arborist’s report and the Tree Permit, as applicable) shall be completed and certified by staff or the
developer’s arborist prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.

G. The property owner will be required to submit a utility and/or irrigation trenching-pathway plan on the

site plan:
L. The Trenching Pathway Plan shall depict all of the following: easements, storm drains,
sewers, water mains, area drains, and irrigation and underground utilities. Except in lot sale
subdivisions, the trenching-pathway plan must show all lateral lines serving buildings. The plan must
also include an accurate plotting of the CRZ of each Protected Tree within 50" of the soil disturbance
activity.
2, The Trenching Pathway Plan must be developed to avoid going into the CRZ of any Protected
Tree on its path from the street to the building.
3. If the encroachment into the CRZ is unavoidable, a certified arborist must assess the impact to
determine the type of preservation device required. Boring under the root system of a Protected Tree
may be required. Encroachments and mitigation measures must be addressed in a Supplemental
Arborist Report. If no preservation device is implemented, mitigation shall be required for that
Protected Tree.
4, In order to minimize or avoid injury to the root system, trenching within the CRZ of a
Protected Tree, when permitted, may only be conducted with hand tools, air spades, or other
acceptable measures. Acceptable measures and said work shalf be determined by and conducted under
the supervision of a certified arborist. Boring machinery, boring pits, and spoils shail be set outside of
the CRZ fencing.
5. Utility corridors shall be under or adjacent to driveways where feasible, if needed for tree
protection.
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H. Tree Permits for development projects will be granted for trees impacted by the construction of streels,
utility installation, grading and other infrastructure improvements. A Tree Permit shall only be issued in
conjunction with a grading or building permit.

13.54.140 Mitigation of Other Trees.
When mitigation is required by the California Environmental Quality Acl or any other regulation for the removal of
any tree, such mitigation shall be provided consistent with Chaplter.

13.54.150 Implementing Regulations.
The Town Council may adopt implementing regulations to effectuate the intent of this Chapter.

13.54.160 Liability-Responsibility.

This Chapter shall not be construed to impose any liability upon the Town, its officers or employees for the
performance of any acl or the failure (o perform any act under this Chapter, and shall not relieve the owner from the
duty to keep any trec upon his or her property in such condition as to prevent it from causing damage or constituting
a nuisance. By enactment of this Chapter, the Town is not assuming responsibility for the maintenance of Protected
Trees, nor relieving the property owner of the duty to maintain such trees at his own expense. Furthermore, it shall
be the obligation and duty of each owner to demonstrate compliance with this Chapter.

13.54.170 Emergency Response and Abatement.
A. An owner is not precluded by this Chapler from taking action, in the event of an emergency, which
would otherwise violate the terms of this Chapter, if such action is necessary to minimize danger. In the
event such emergency action is taken, the owner shall notify the Town Manager or his representative by the
next working day. The burden is on the owner 1o demonstrate that nay action taken complies with this
Section. For purposes of this seclion, “emergency” means imminent threat to life or property.

B. In the event thal an owner has not maintained trees for which the owner is responsible and the trees
pose an imminent danger to persons and/or properly, constituting an emergency, the Town Manager may
commence abatement proceeding pursuant to Section 7.04.020 of the Municipal Code. At the owner's
expense, the tree shall be removed or have the dangerous condition otherwise rectified.

C. In the event that an owner has not maintained trees for which the owner is responsible and the trecs
and the condition does not pose an imminent threat 1o persons and/or property, bul has the potential 1o pose
such a threat, the Town Manager shall give the owner thirty (30) days to eliminate the potentially dangerous
condition. If the condition has not changed in thirty (30) days the Town Manager may commence abatement
proceedings pursuant to Section 7.04.020 of the Municipal Code.

13.54.180 Stop-work Order.

Whenever the Town Manager delermines that an action being taken is in conflict with this Chapter, he shall cause to
be issued a Stop Work Order which shall prohibit such action. Such Stop Work Order shall set forth the alleged
violations and may list remedies o be taken to correct the violations. The person receiving the Stop Work Order
shall report in writing to the Town Manager within forty-eight (48) hours regarding the steps to be taken to correct
the violations or to appeal the posting of the Stop Work Order, The Stop Work Order shall remain in effect until 2
finding is made that the circumstances giving rise to its order no longer exist. Any party receiving a Stop Work
Order may appeal through the process outlined in Section 13.54.190.

13.54.190 Appeals.

Any person dissatisfied with the decision of the Town Manager made under this Chapter may appeal such decision to
the Town Council. Such appeal shall be in writing, stating the reasons therefore, and, except as otherwise provided
herein, shall be filed with the Town Clerk not later than fifieen (15) days after the date of the Town Manager’s
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decision. All appeals shall be conducted in accordance with Chapter 13.54 of the Municipal Code. The decision of
the Town Council shall be final.

13.54.200 Violation-Penalty.

In addition to compliance with the appropriate mitigation as required by this Chapler, any person, corporation or
other legal entity who violates or fails to comply with any Chapter of this provision shall be subject to a fine of one
hundred dollars ($100) for the first offense, two hundred dollars ($200) for the second offense, and five hundred
dollars ($500) for the third offense and each subsequent offense thereafter. Each person, corporation or other legal
entity is guilty of a separate offense for each and every tree each and/or every day the violation exists, during any
portion of which violation of this Chapter is commiited, continued or permitted by any such person, corporation or
legal entity, and such person, corporation or legal entity shall be punished accordingly.

In addition to the general penalty set forth above, any condition caused or permitted to exist in violation of this
Chapter shall be deemed a public nuisance and may be summarily abated by the Town in accordance with Section
7.04.020, Nuisance Abatement, and other applicable provisions of law.

Section 2, Severability: If any section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance for
any reason shall be held to be invalid or unconstitutional, the decision shall not affect the remaining portions of the
Ordinance. The Council of the Town of Loomis hereby declare that they would have passed this Ordinance and each
article, section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase which is a part thereof, irrespective of the fact that
any one or more articles, sections, subseclions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses or phrases are declared to be invalid or
unconstitutional.

Section 3. Effective Date and Posting. This Ordinance shall take effect thirty (30} days after its adoption. The
Town Clerk shall cause this Ordinance to be published in the Loomis News and to be posted at three (3) locations
within fifteen (15) days afier its passage; shall certify to the adoption and posting of this Ordinance; and shail cause
this Ordinance and its certification to be entered in the Book of Ordinances of the Town of Loomis.

The foregoing Ordinance was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the Town of Loomis held on
May 13, 2014, and was ADOPTED AND ORDERED published and posted at a meeting of the Council held on the
10" day of June, 2014, by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Black, Morillas, Ucovich, Wheeler

NOES: None
ABSENT: Calvert

By:

Mayor

ATTEST:

By:

Town Clerk
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AREAMAVEST

ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

February 27, 2017

Mary Pakenham-Walsh
Regulatory Branch

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
1325 7 Street, 12" Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814-2922

Subject: Request for Jurisdictional Determination for the Taylor Road Mixed Use Project
(Corps ID# 199700768)

Ms. Mary Pakenham-Walsh,

Area West Environmental, Inc. (AWE) conducted a wetland delineation update for the
approximately 9-acre Taylor Road Mixed Use Project (Project) (formerly known as the Oak Tree
Plaza Project) located northeast of the intersection of Taylor Road and Sierra College Boulevard
in Loomis, California.

To reach the Project site from Sacramento, take Interstate 80 east toward Roseville and Reno.
Take exit 109 for Sierra College Boulevard and turn left (north), continue on Sierra College
Boulevard and turn right (northeast) onto Taylor Road after almost 1 mile. The Project site is
approximately 650-feet from the Sierra College Boulevard and Taylor Road intersection on the
right side (southwest) of Taylor Road, just past the Loomis RV Park and Storage entrance.

Background

A wetland delineation was performed in December 1997 by Area West Engineers, Inc. The
wetland delineation identified one jurisdictional feature, riparian scrub drainage, and three non-
jurisdictional features: blackberry scrub, swale, and excavated channel. The delineation was
verified by the U.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers (Corps) in January 1998. A re-verification request
was made in July 2004 by AWE, to which the Corps responded with a verification of the 0.17
acre of jurisdictional wetland (riparian scrub drainage) in the Project site in January 2005.
Attachment 1 provides copics of the 1997 wetland dclineation and related correspondence with
the Corps.

Current Request
We are requesting that the existing delineation be re-verified.
Methods

On January 26, 2017 AWE conducted a reconnaissance site visit; however, conditions were
extremely saturated due to the recent rain, so a more detailed site visit was performed on January
31, 2017, to re-verify the previously mapped wetland boundaries and to determine if site
conditions have changed significantly since 2004.
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AWE Biologist Patrick Martin walked the approximately 9-acre site and mapped aquatic
resource boundaries with a sub-meter accurate handheld Global Positioning System unit.
Changes to the site from what was observed in 2004 were also documented. The findings are
discussed below.

Results

The Project site continues to support the habitats described in the 2004 wetland delineation
(Attachment 1): annual grasslands punctuated by scattered valley oak (Quercus lobata), interior
live oak (Q. wislizeni), foothill pine (Pinus sabiniana) and other native and non-native tree and
shrub species; a riparian scrub drainage within the northern portion of the site; a swale on the
eastern edge of the property; and an excavated ditch that transects the property in a northwest to
southeast direction. These basic elements of the property have not changed. The most notable
difference is the growth of trees in the riparian habitat (primarily willow [Salix spp.] and
Fremont cottonwood [Populus fremontii]), the dominance of hydrophytic plants in the excavated
ditch, and the change in the size and configuration of the eastern swale. A description of these
habitats follows below and is further represented in Exhibit A and with representative
photographs in Exhibit B.

Annual Grassland
Annual grassland is the dominant habitat type and occurs throughout the Project site.

Vegetation. Vegetation in the annual grassland is mostly herbaceous with scattered valley ocak
(Facultative Upland [FACU]), interior live oak (Not Listed [NL]) and foothill pine (NL).
Herbaceous plant species include wild oats (4vena fatwa) (NL), soft brome (Bromus
hordeaceous) (FACU), medusahead (Elymus caput-medusae) (NL), spring veich (Vicia sativa)
(FACU), Crane’s bill geranium (Geranium molle) (NL), vinegarweed (Trichostema lanceolatum)
(FACU) and short-pod mustard (Brassica incana) {NL). Some patches of annual grassland
consisted of iris-leaved rush (Juncus xiphioides) (Obligate [OBL]), although no other wetland
criteria were observed at patches containing this species.

Soils. Hydric soil indicators were not detected in this habitat.
Hydrology. No wetland hydrology indicators were detected in this habitat.

Justification for Non-jurisdictional Status. Annual grassland represents an upland habitat
dominated by upland herbaceous species. This habitat is not considered a wetland or an other
waters of the U.S., and is not subject to jurisdiction by the Corps.

Riparian Scrub Drainage

The riparian scrub drainage boundaries remain the same at 0.17 acre, although the trees have
matured and grown since the previous verification and are now much taller. Overall
characteristics of the riparian scrub drainage remain the same. Based on historical topographic
map dated to 1944, this area does not appear to be a natural historic drainage (Exhibit C).
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Vegetation. Vegetation in this habitat exhibits a dominance and a prevalence of hydrophytic
vegetation, consisting of Fremont cottonwood (Facultative [FAC]), willow (Facultative Wetland
[FACWT]), Himalayan blackberry (Rubus armeniacus) (FAC), interior live oak and valley oak.

Seils. Hydric soils are present, and were met by a low chroma matrix.

Hydrology. Wetland hydrology is met by drainage pattern (B10), which exhibited erosional
banks in a well-defined topographically low spot. Previously, riparian scrub drainage exhibited
wetland hydrology indicators Surface Water (A1) and Saturation (A3), although these indicators
were not present on January 26 or 31, 2017.

Justification for Non-jurisdictional Status. Due to the combination of hydrology, hydric soil,
and vegetation indicators, this habitat meets the three criteria required to be categorized as a
wetland. Although this feature was identified as jurisdictional in 1997 and re-verified as such in
2005, it does not appear to meet current Corps regulatory guidance definition as jurisdictional
due to the artificial hydrology present at the site. Therefore, it is not considered to be subject to
jurisdiction by the Corps.

Swale

The non-jurisdictional swale has expanded in size compared to what was mapped in the 2004
delineation to approximately 0.162 acre. Water appears to originate from adjacent properties,
though the expansion of this feature could be a result of unusually wet conditions in October —
December 2016, and January 2017, and the result of vehicle use through the swale when
establishing fire breaks. The wettest locations appeared to be located along firebreaks based on
aerial imagery, where soil has been compacted and depressed,

Vegetation. The swale exhibited a prevalence of hydrophytes which included iris leaved rush,
clustered field sedge (Carex praegracilis) (FACW), and yard knotweed (Polygonum aviculare)
(FAC). Other species observed in the swale include long-beak stork’s bill (Erodium botrys)
(FACU), spring vetch, vinegarweed and rose clover (Trifolium hirtum) (NL).

Soils. Hydric soils are present, and were met by a low chroma matrix.

Hydrology. Wetland hydrology for this swale was met by Surface Water (A1) and Saturated
Soil (A3). The depth of the surface water ranged from 0 to 3 inches.

Justification for Non-jurisdictional Status. Due to the combination of hydrology, hydric soil,
and vegetation indicators, this habitat meets the three criteria required to be categorized as a
wetland. However, this swale appears to be artificially inundated by water from adjacent
properties and is not expected to be subject to jurisdiction by the Corps.
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Excavated Channel

The non-jurisdictional excavated channel remains mostly the same as described in the 2004 re-
verification (0.099 acre/552 feet long), though it now supports hydrophytes where before it
supported mostly upland plant species. The excavated channel is a bed and bank feature with an
ordinary high water mark. This habitat was created in uplands and is not a relocated waterway.
It drains uplands and conveys stormwater during periods of precipitation from Taylor Road and
the Project site to a subsurface drainage system located at the southeastern end of the Project site.

Vegetation. The excavated channel is dominated by hydrophytes, which include Italian ryegrass
(Festuca perennis) (FAC), and tall flat sedge (Cyperus eragrostis) (FACW). Other vegetative
species observed in the channel include iris leaved rush, chicory (Cichorium intybus) (FACU),
curly dock (Rumex crispus) (FAC), and willow (FACW).

Soils. Hydric soils are present, and were met by a low chroma matrix.

Hydrology. Wetland hydrology was met by the presence of Surface Water (Al), which was
approximately 12 inches deep and flowing slowly to the southeast.

Justification for Non-jurisdictional Status. Due to the combination of hydrology, hydric soil,
and vegetation indicators, this habitat meets the three criteria required to be categorized as a
wetland and may also qualify as other waters. However, since this feature is an excavated
channel in uplands, does not convey natural water flows, and appears to be part of a stormwater
control system, it is not considered to be jurisdictional by the Corps.

Blackberry Scrub

Additional non-jurisdictional blackberry scrub areas were mapped north and east of the area
delineated in 1997, for a combined 0.407 acre.

Vegetation. Vegetation in the blackberry scrub is dominated by Himalayan blackberry, but also
consists of annual fireweed (Epilobium brachycarpum) (NL), soft brome, wild oats (Avena fatua)
(NL), and Bermuda grass (Cynodon dactylon) (FACU).

Soils. Hydric soil indicators were not detected in this habitat.
Hydrology. No wetland hydrology indicators were detected in this habitat.

Justification for Non-jurisdictional Status. Blackberry scrub represents an upland habitat
dominated by Himalayan blackberry, but does not support hydric soil or wetland hydrology.
This habitat is not considered a wetland or an other waters of the U.S., and is not subject to
jurisdiction by the Corps.
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We appreciate your attention to this matter. Please call or e-mail me at (916) 987-3362 or
adour-smith@areawest.net with any questions or if you would like to schedule a site visit.

Sincerely,

/é(hmﬂjpowf 'cS ,.,\44;(,\

Aimee Dour-Smith
Project Manager

Enclosures:

Exhibit A, Delineation update from 2017

Exhibit B. Representative Photographs 2017

Exhibit C. 1944 USGS Map

Attachment 1. Wetland Delineation Report (1997) and Correspondence with the Corps (1998, 2005)

CC:  Robert King, Town of Loomis
Pat Cannon, Taylor Road Mixed Use LLC
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Exhibit A. Mapping Update from 2017
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Exhibit B. Representative Photographs 2017



Photo Point 1. View of annual grassiand
facing east from the western portion of the
Project site.

Taken on January 31, 2017.

Point 2. View of riparian scrub drainage
facing southeast from the central portion of the
riparian scrub drainage.

Taken on January 31, 2017.

Photo Point 3. View looking north at salc n
the eastern portion of the Project site.
Taken on January 31, 2017.

b

looking northwest at
excavated channel in the central portion of the
Project site.

Taken on January 31, 2017.

Photo Point 5. View looking southeast at
blackberry scrub in the eastern portion of the
Project site.

Taken on January 26, 2017.

looking northwcst at
culvert location in blackberry scrub in the
eastern portion of the Project site.

Taken on January 31, 2017,




Exhibit C. Historical 1944 USGS Map
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Attachment 1. Wetland Delineation Report (1997) and Correspondence with the Corps (1998, 2005)






DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT. SACRAMENTO
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
1325 J STREET
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814.2922

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF January 6, 2005

Regulatory Branch (199700768)

Matt Dobbins

John Delerding Company

P.O. Box 1608

Carmichael, California 95609-1608

Dear Mr. Dobbins:

We are responding to your consultant’s request for an approved jurisdictional
determination for the Oak Trec Plaza site. This approximately 9-acre site is located in
Section 9, Township 11 North, Range 7 East, MDB&M, Latitude 38° 48’ 49.4”, Longitude
121° 12’ 1.50", Placer County, California.

Based on available information, we concur with the estimate of waters of the United
States, as depicted on Area West Environmental’s December 1997 jurisdictional
delineation drawing (Enclosure 1). Approximately 0.17 acres of waters of the United
States, including wetlands, are present within the survey area. These waters are regulated
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act since they are adjacent to an unnamed tributary
of Secret Ravine. Secret Ravine is tributary to Dry Creek, which is a tributary of the
Natomas East Main Drainage Canal, which flows into the Sacramento River, a navigable
water of the United States.

This verification is valid for five years from the date of this letter, unless new
information warrants revision of the determination before the expiration date. You should
provide a copy of this letter and notice to all other affected parties, including any
individual who has an identifiable and substantial legal interest in the property.

Please refer to identification number 199700768 in any correspondence concerning
this project. If you have any questions, please contact Tom Cavanaugh at our Sacramento
Valley Office, 1325 J Street, Room 1480, Sacramento, California 95814-2922, email
Thomas.J.Cavanaugh@usace.army.mil, or telephone 916-557-5261. You may also use our
website: www.spk.usace.army.mil/regulatory. html.

Sincerely,
Q" FREIAT £ T

Thomas J Cavanaugh
Chief, Sacramento Valley Office

Enclosure



Copy furnished with enclosure:

v Becky Rozumowicz, Area West Environmental, 7006 Anice Street, Orangevale, California
95662-2802
George Day, Storm Water and Water Quality Certification Unit, Central Valley Regional
Water Quality Control Board, 11020 Sun Center Drive #200, Rancho Cordova,
California 95670-0114
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AREAM WEST
ENVIRONMENTAL

July 21, 2004

Jonathan Foster

Regulatory Branch

US Army Corps of Engineers
1325 J Street, 12" Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814-2922

SUBJECT:  Oak Tree Plaza Project

Mr. Foster:

In December 1997, Azea West Engineers, Inc. performed a Delineation of Waters of the U.S. for
the Oak Tree Plaza Project. To this date, there is no record of a response from the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (Corps) with regard to this matter.

Atea West Environmental has performed a site visit and confirmed that the conditions present in
1997 are the same as thosc present in 2004. We have prepared the enclosed Delineation of Waters
of the U.S. that presents the results of the previous delineation. We are requesting that the enclosed
Delineation of Waters of the U.S. be verfied by your office.

The 1997 delineation idendfied 0.17 acres of junsdictional wetland, however under current
regulations your office may determine that the 0.17 acres is not jurisdicdonal. If it is determined that

jurisdictional wetlands are affected, a Pre-Construction Notification package will be prepared and
submitted to your office.

If you have any questions about the proposed project or would like to schedule a site visit, please
call me at (916) 987-3362.

Sincerely,
Original Signed

Becky Rozumowicz
Wetland Ecologist

cc Mr. Matt Dobbins, John Deterding Company

7006 ANICE STREET«ORANGEVALE, CA 95662

PHOMNGE (D16) 987-3362 « FAX (916) 988-2677
L oMAIL AREAWLEST@PACBELL.NET



Area West Environmental

: § 7006 Anice Street

: OrangeVale, CA 95662

- "Fﬁo_ne (915}937-3352-&;:(915) 988-2677 » E-mail
* . areawest@pacbellnet

To: Will Ness and Kathy Kerdus From: Becky Rozumowicz
Phone: Date:  9/30/04

Re: Oak Tree Plaza Project cC:

Sent via: O Fax ] Pastal Mail O E-Mail

Enclosed is a copy of the Wetiand Delineation Prepared for the Oak Tree Plaza Project. Please let me
know if you have any guestions about the project.

Thank you,

Becky Rozumowicz




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.5. ARSY ENGIREER DISTRICT, SACHAMENTO
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
1325 J STREEY
NEFLY TO SACRAMENYO. CALIFORNIA 95814-2922

ATFENTION OF January 7, 1988

Regulatory Branch (199700768)

Richard Rozumowicz

Area West Engineers, Inc.

7478 Sandalwood Drive

Citrus Heights, California 95621

Dear Mr. Rozumowicz:

This letter concerns the delineation of waters of the United
States, including wetlands, you have submitted, on behalf of
Taylor's Investment Company, for the Oak Tree Plaza site. This
property is located in Section 9, Township 11 Norxrth, Range 7
East, MDBM, Loomis, Placer County, California.

We have reviewed and verified the December 19397 "0Oak Tree
Plaza Wetland Delineation" for this project site which shows
approximately ©.17 acres of waters of the United States,
consisting of riparian scrub wetlands, within the surveyed area.
This verification is for Section”"404 purposes only and is valid
for five years from the date of this letter unless new
information warrants revigion of the determination before the
expiration date.

Qur jurisdiction in this area is under Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act. A Departwent of the Army permit is required
prior to discharging dredged or f£ill materials, or excavating in,
waters of the United States. Based on the information you have
provided, the wetlands at this site may be filled undex the
aunthority of Nationwide Permit 26, provided the work complies
with the terms and conditions listéd on the enclosed information
sheet and the permittee acquires credit for 0.17 acres of
riparian scrub wetland habitat at an approved wetlands mitigation
bank.

The State of California has denied certification for this
nationwide permit. Individual water guality certification or
waiver must be obtained from the Regional Water Quality Control
Board at the address below. Therefore, the proposed project is
denied without prejudice and cannoct be authorized until either
water guality cercification or a waiver is obtained. Work may
then proceed subject to any conditions of certification and the
nationwide permit conditions.
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This verification is valid until the nationwide permit
expires on December 13, 19%8. Please reference number 199700768
in any correspondence pertaining to this work. If you have any
questions, please write to Michael Finan, Room 1480 at the
letterhead addregss, or telephone (916)557-5324.

Sincerely,
C:l-a"‘ ety
ORIGINAL €177
Bob Junell
Chief, Sacramento Valley Office
Copies Furnished:

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, 3443 Routier
Road, Suite A, Sacramento, California 95827-3098

:?Taylor's Investment Company, 2701 Corabel lane, Sacramento,

California 55821
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Oak Tree Plaza
Wetland Delineation
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Prepared for:

Taylor's Investment Company
2701 Corabel Lane
Sacramento, CA 95821
(916) 485-4566
Contact: Gary, Fred, or Bob Taylor

Prepared by:

Area West Engineers, Inc.
7478 Sandalwood Drive
Citrus Heights, CA 95621
Contact: Richard Rozumowicz
(916) 725-5551

December 1997
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1.0 Summary of Findings

The proposed project area contains (.17 acre of Waters of the United States,
including 0.17 acre of riparian scrub drainage. This habitat appears to meet US. Army
Corps of Engineers’ (Corps) criteria as jurisdictional “Waters of the United States”, subject
to Corps regulation under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The findings of this report
are preliminary and are subject to review and verification by the Corps. Dredge or fill
activities in these areas require the project proponent to obtain a Section 404 permit.

2.0 Iniroduction

Area West Engineers, Inc. was retained by the project proponent to perform a
wetland delineation at the Oak Tree Plaza project site in Loomis, California (Figure 1). As
part of the delineation we reviewed photos found on file at the Natural Resources
Conservation Service in Placer County. The aerial photos from September 10, 1938 and
August 7, 1952 revealed that the site had been leveled and used for an orchard during the
mid 1900's.

To determine wetland habitat locations and acreage at the approximately 9 acre
project site, the project proponent has requested that a wetland delineation be conducted at
the site using Corps-approved methodologies. This report presents the results of the
wetland delineation for the Oak Tree Plaza project area.

3.0 Survey Methodology

Wetlands were delineated using the 1987 US Army Corps of Engineers’ approved
methodology (Environmental Laboratory 1987). Sites were first analyzed by reviewing
topographic maps and aerial photographs Lo identify wetland drainage patterns. Soil
survey information was reviewed to determine the location of hydric soil at the site (Figure
2) (USDA Soil Conservation Service).

The site was investigated in November 1997, by walking meandering transects 1o
ensure complete site coverage. Special attention was given to low spots and areas
identified as drainages on existing topographic maps.

The purpose of the field investigation was 1o gather data on the vegetation, soils,
and hydrology of the site to determine if any areas met the Corps’ three mandatory criteria
for wetland conditions (i.e. exhibited positive indicators of wetland vegetation, soils, and
hydrology). Sites were first assessed to determine if they were dominated by hydrophytic
(water-loving) vegetation. Plant species encountered were identified based on Hickman
(1993), and assessed as hydrophytes based on Reed (1988). Soils were then investigated
to determine if they exhibited indicators of hydric conditions. Soil colors were determined
based on the Munsell color chart (Munsell 1994). Site hydrology was determined based on
aerial photographic signature, landscape positions, and the presence of ponded or flowing
waler. Sites were revisited after 2 different rainfall events {on November 15 and 26, 1997




and December 6 and 8, 1997) to verify wetland hydrology indicators. A drainage feature

that had riparian vegetation was also examined to see if wetland criteria were meet or if a
bed and erosional bank was present,

Areas exhibiting positive indicators of mandatory criteria were considered
jurisdictional and mapped on a contour map with a scale of 1 inch =100 feet. Jurisdictional

acreage was then determined by plotting the area on the topographic map and measuring the
outlined area.

4.0 Results and Discussion

The site supports 0.17 acre of jurisdictional Waters of the United States, 0.17 acre
of riparian scrub drainage. The site also supports the following non-jurisdictional habitats:
an artificially supported swale, blackberry paiches, an excavated channel, and disturbed
grassland.

The following section describes the vegetation, soils, and hydrologic conditions for

each habitat type. Wetland delineation forms representing typical habitat conditions are
included as Appendix A.

Jurisdictional Habitat

Riparian Scrub Drainage. A portion of what may have at one time been a natural
drainage is found at the project site. This area receives water from channelized road runoff
which dumps into a stormwater drain and then empties to the project site. This habitat type
is characierized as a linear waterway with edges of riparian vegetation (blackberries,
cottonwood and some small willows). This drainage feature was considered Jjurisdictional
waters of the United States because it exhibited hydrophytic vegetation, wetland

: hydrology, and hydric soils. Refer to representative data sheet 7 for information on this
1

habitat type.

Vegetation. Riparian vegetation was found along the edge and within the area
near the culvert outfall. Vegetation consisted primarily of blackberries with some
cottonwood, willow, and oak trees and had a small commponent of umbrella nut
sege.

Soils. Soils observed had a low matrix chromas.
Hydrology. This habitat exhibits some minor erosional banks and was in a well-
defined topographic low spot.

Non-jurisdictional Habitats

Four habitats were encountered that did not meet the three mandatory Corps’
criteria, and therefore were not considered jurisdictional wetlands: an artificially supported
swale, blackberry patches, an excavated channel, and disturbed grassland. These habitais

! ; are discussed briefly below.



Swale. The swale at the far East side of the project is fed by urban runoff (from
neighboring properties watering their backyards). Although the predominate
vegetation cover is iris leafed juncus and the soil has a low chroma matrix color
with high chroma mottles, the hydrology indicators are not met (Representative data
sheet 1). Because the soil and vegetation 1s sustained by artificial means it was not
considered a jurisdictional wetland.

Blackberry Scrub. Blackberry scrub was encountered in the middle of the
project site and was not associated with a topographic low (Exhibit 1). This habitat
supported a mixture of wetland and upland plant species such as curly dock, vetch,
and blackberries (Representative data sheet 4) , but lacked clear indicators of
wetland hydrology and hydric soils, therefore was not considered jurisdictional.

Excavated Channel. An excavated channel runs in a diagonal northwest and
southeast direction along the eastern half of the parcel. The channel does not
convey natural water flows, does not support hydrophytic vegetation, and is
excavated in an upland area, therefore this feature is not considered jurisdictional
(Representative data sheet 2).

Disturbed Grassiand. The remainder of the project site is covered by disturbed
upland species, primarily star thistle and some California poppy. Within this
habitat are small patches of iris leafed rush. These areas are not in topographic low
spots and do not exhibit hydric soil characteristics. These sites were revisited after
several storm events and had no evidence of standing water, nor were the soil
profiles saturated. Furthermore, the soil profile has a course texture and would not
be expected to pond water. This habitat is routinely tilled for fire breaks and is not
considered jurisdictional (Representative data sheets 3, 5, and 6).



| ' .
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DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

ProjecuSite: __(Cnis Tyrza "‘Dﬂr{,&_

Applicant/Owner: —Te ayle1s, Ty X gt (o

Date: 1| ||
County: "PAaCi—

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site?

Is the area a potential Problem Area?
(If needed, explain on reverse.)

Investigator: _ EtruwvAuwir 7

Is the site significantly disturbed {Atypical Situation)?

C¥ES No
Nudmh e Gblowed

State: /]

Community 1D:" 5N
Transect |D;
Plot iD:

Yes

VEGETATION
Dominant Plant Species Stratum _ Indicator Dgminant Plant Species Straturn _ Indiestor_
TAUOCUS Y phiond e 8% 0Bl | s,
23000 At Spun. 'Dﬁﬂ EBCW—~ | 10,
3 Xubus, Ararpfn- 07 Tacu | i,
4. ) ' 12,
5. 13.
5. 14,
7. 15.
a, 16,
Percent of Dominant Spacies that aro OBL, FACW or FAC
{excluding FAC-). IDDEZ‘
e
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY

‘L Recorded Data {Deseribe in Remarks):
—_ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauga
X Aerial Photographs

— Other

— No Recorded Data Avaitable

Fisld Obsarvations;

Depth of Surface Watar;

Wedand Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators:
__ lnundated
— Sarurated in Upper 12 Inches
— Water Marks
___ Drift Lines
— Sediment Deposits
—_Drainage Patterns in Wetlands
Secondary indicators (2 or more required):

Wiy O s

{in.) — Qxidized Root Chennels in Upper 12 Inches
— Water-Stainod Leavas
Depth to Frea Water in Pit: — {in.) — Locel Soil Survey Data
___ FAC-Mautral Test
Dapth to Saturated Soil: - fin.) — Other (Explain in Remarks)
Remarks: O 4y (SR M Kb & W L= ot el Boulonaty yegrgg - L Ree s

TRre QUL o ihg - B Jhuone 67

N —
e, = f

L
- (\' - _._,-'..




SOILS

i ol

Map Unit Nama

Profile Descrintion:

Depth ! Matrix Calor
finchas} Horizon {(Munsell Maist}

Ot

{Saries and Fhusu):ﬂt’\fifﬂ'ﬁ""i sy Sn r*.ﬂ}r{ Iy Q-CI"!;, S lppt. Drainago Class: u Q,O

rield Obsarvations

Taxonomy (Subqroupl{hgj-s!."]]&rmu Tyl J\r-’é:hml(m.f'l':-olf- & plnx'émr!S Confirm Mapped Type? Yes ﬁ\)
S T

—

Motde Calars
{(Munsell Maist)

Moce
Abungancel/Contrast

Toxture, Concratians,
Structure, etc,

[Ny _.LQ... 6/ )

TN e ey

Hydrie Seil Indicators:

___Hisrosal

_ Histic Epipadon

— Sulfidic Odor

___ Aquic Moaisture Regime

__ Reducing Conditicns

.. Glayed or Low-Chrama Colors

___ Concrations

— High Orgonic Cantent in Surface Layer in Sandy Sails
— Qrganic Strasking in Sendy Sqils

—Listed en Lacal Hydric Soils List.

___Listed on National Hydric Soils List

___ Othar {Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: LOUD CYWOTal (Movs, aves -—f‘{_rbpv‘(j_: O e

=y, MY
=

[N
L]

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegatation Prasent?
Wheatland Hydrology Present?

No_ (Circla)
Yes

{Circle}

Hydrie Soils Prasent? as} No Is this Sampling Paint Within a8 Wetland? Yus: Na }
o oz = o= EPE At - e e
Remarks: > R R Ao LA li) —_ __;\. a0 T ohay DRais
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DATA FOBRM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
{1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual}

Date: 1:)i= [

Project/Site: (N k. Troe . Tiara

Applicant/Owner: _ TTlux me. TrnwMroond-(p

County: ' Pag r

Investigator: _ Koz uivipu o

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site?
ts the site significantly disturbed {Atypical Situat

State: ]
3

Cammunity ID; 7 o5
Transect ID:

“Yes
(7eD No

jon)?

Is the area a potential Problem Area? es Piot ID: P
(f needed, explain on reverse.) S5 (5 s acavaltd A4
VEGETATION
Bominant Flant Speciss Stiratum _ Indicator Dominant Plant Species Stratum _ Indicatar
1Eesturo urundingeat®e  Poe - | o
L a ard
2Hdigmy mennuny 8% — 10.
afy | pHIUS 8 Tomh & 0% bl |
\
a4, 12,
S8 13.
6. 14. —
7. 15. - S
8. 1€,
Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC c]
{exciuding FAC-). 63 e}
.‘54— ~ e t ke b= o A e ,-,"l ""fl_r
Remarks: V0 DS b il =0 “’-'/'J' ey :_L‘-Qj‘j A AT u&ﬂ(l =1
HYDROLOGY
X_ Recoided Data {Describa in Remarks); Wetland Hydrolagy Indicators:
’ ___Sweam, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:
_X Aerial Photographs ___lnundated
_ Other — Seturated in Upper 12 Inches
—_ No Recorded Data Available ___ Water Marks
___ Drift Linas
—_ Sedimant Deposits
Feld Observetions: qz\Prainaga Patterns in Wetlands
Secondery Indicators {2 or mare requirad}:
Depth of Surfacs Water: ol {in.) Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12 Inches
—_ Water-Stained Leaves
Depth to Free Water in Pit: R fin.) —_ Local Soil Survey Data
___ FAC-Neutral Test
Dapth to Satdrated Seil: {in.} — Other (Explain in Ramarks) o
Remarks: —4. "f -4 PCm Vool Sukdni i o0n Y Ol @~ onm e SoldS e
D ay Epn Iy 00T e g enlr e pe RO 2
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—

" Map Unit Name 106

{Series and Phasel; Qﬂdfﬁm {Ni=r =n ﬂf{r{ Imm. 2-07, s si‘f'%lDra:nagu Class: (UK %
Texonomy ¢Subgrnum.f“’ﬂ@ Im g n'\l\('(d"ﬂ"ﬂ rry ('ﬁdf)l c

Fieid Observations

Corfinn Mapped Type? ¢ Yes) No

i
Profile Descrintion:

FOBIOXEr DI B

Depth Matrix Color Montle Colors Mortue Texture, Conerations,
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Hydric Seil Indicatars:

. Histosol
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___ Sulfidic Odor
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___Listed on Local Hydric Seils List

___Listed on Natianal Hydric Soils List
— Othar {Explain in Remarks}
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OO 0N hlff“f'
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WETLAND DETERMINATION
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Hydric Soils Present?
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DATA FORM

ROUTINE WETLAND

DETERMINATION

(1887 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

Qo -Tres . Punrol

Project/Site:

Date: || 1

Applicant/Owner: Ty, lors Ty 2 SFmird

County: Qnp o

Investigater: __Eor U OWil 7

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site?

Is the area a potential Problem Area?
(tf needed, explain on reverse.}

Is the site significantly disturbed {Atypical Situation)?

No
Yes @

Yes @

Community 1D:
Transect ID:
Flot ID:

State:
wiplend

- S

VEGETATION

Stratum__ Indicator

Dominant Plant Species

Y oxvi e ndy ndrnr\ ﬂqmrsﬂubmm'o']" i

Dominant Piant Species

Stratum _ Indicatar

9.

.

10,

S—

E ! ! ;_0. :EQS 20%
QD:‘Q&LAML’;&QL

1.

4fﬂnu?m Coutter; %% TR+

12.

5.

i3,

14,

15.

B
7.
8

16,

Parcent of Dominant Spocies that are OBL, FACW or FAC
{oxcluding FAC-).

0%

Remarks: S | dors ™ok g..Q)J.\‘DL'{" oo
U{_&Hj-a:h' on.

prevalinti g wqdrophyn

HYDROLOGY

57 Recorded Dato {Describea in Remarks):
.. Sweam, Leke, ar Tide Gauge
~ Aorial Photographs
— Qther

. No Recorded Data Available

Field Observations:

Depth of Surface Watar: i fin.}
Depth to Fros Water in Pit; {in.}
Depth te Satwurated Soil: —"‘ {in.)

Wetand Hydraology Indicators:
Primary Indicators:
—_Inundated
— Saturated in Upper 12 Inches
Weter Marks
Drift Lines
Sedimant Deposits
Dramngn Patterns in Wetlands
ry indicetors {2 or mara required):
Dxudlzad Root Channels in Upper 12 Inches
Water-Stained Leaves
Local Seil Survey Data
FAC-Neutral Test
Othor {Explain in Remarks)

Secon:

IIIII“IIII

Remarks: axb- C:‘ID@ \"]D;‘ \_p__}.'__\\’_)l_‘,f
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SQILS

Map Unit Name ID@

[Series and Phasel: lqn /J W‘m:)) (OAY , <ndiy lm 2.4 EEJlMamage Class: 14 3 Qo
= :

. . Field Observations
Taxonomy (Subgrnupl:@.w-_ﬁq_{w'c -.Lum'(, Confirm Mapped Type? (Yes) Neo
R —

Profile Descrintion: HdP{MI LS

Dapth Matrix Color Monile Colors Motie Textura, Cancrations,
{inches) Herizon {Munsell Moist) Munsell Maist) Alundance/Co-itrast Suucture, etc,

O"L! 1."24g 1?’2. L mﬂnd{d IQQ;W'\
H-1{p+ 7.5142.% Zand, ; lyinn

Hydrie Soil Indicators:

—_ Histasol ___Caoncretians :

—__ Histic Epipedon —_ High Organic Content in Surfacao Layer in Sandy Soils
—__ Sulfidic Odor . Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils

— Aquic Moistura Regime — Listed on Local Hydric Soils Ljst

. Reducing Conditions — Listed on National Hydric Soils List

—__ Glayed or Low-Chroma Colors — Othar (Explain in Remarks)

Ramariks: St does T\O{' M;bt{‘ k‘d-—‘[d e SQLQC'V)O/L((E{'%{'\.'::S

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegotation Pressnt? Yea NG ACirclo) {Circte)
Watland Hydrology Presont? Yes D =
Hydrie Soila Prosent? Yas Is this Sempling Point Within a Wetland? Yes@
Romarks:

T R _— |
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DATA FORM —~=
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION

(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual} 2

[ . C :

Project/Site: K. e, Doro Date: ||| lﬁlq—f

Applicant/Owner: ’i?l.u‘-PDr‘-;"'IT‘: roty vyt (o County: "Qoaco r

Investigator: _ RzurmiCe., State: (1)

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? &es No Community lD:ug aryd (bl ot Yy ru.b)

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)?  Yes No) | Transect 1D:

Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes Ng )| Plot ID: [x)

(If needed, explain on reverse.)
e e ——— = .

VEGETATION

Dorninent Plant Specias Stratum .Iﬁdica:or Dominant Flant Species Straturn_ Indicator
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200nvovilus Ao nes e — 10,
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5 13,
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7 P ' 15. -
-8, : : Ll 16. -

Percont of Dominent Species that ara 6BL, FACW or FAC

{oxcluding FAC-), 7!2 — _—

, Remarks: ) b it S & Prevele g T8 Mdmp\'\:\ﬂjﬂ'\b U%‘*’-’—L‘f‘:()ﬂ,

HYDROLOGY
L_ Recorded Data {Describa In Remarks): Wetand Hydrolegy Indicators:
Stream, Leke, or Tide Gauge Primary Indigators:
E Aorial Photographs - lnundated
—, Other ___ Satursted in Uppar 12 Inches
— No Recordsd Date Available —_ Water Marks
—_ Drift Lines
—.. Sediment Deposits
Field Observations: — Drainage Patterns in Wetlands
Secondery Indicetors (2 ar mare required):
Dapth of Surface Warer: i fin.} ___ Oxidized l?not Channels in Upper 12 Inches
— — Water-Stsinad Leaves
Depth to Fras Water in Pit: {in.} — Locel Soil Survey Data
. FAC-Neutral Test
Depth to Saturated Soil: T i) — Other {Explain in Remerks)
[Remerka: )J0 uddene % urttlon A Fugdn o{?j% WO 0bsinues(
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DATA FORM N
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION F
{1887-COE Wetlands Delineation Manual}

)
.
*

Project/Site: Th ! Tiwy Din7o. TDatE: U I")lfﬂ':
Applicant/QOwner:*_Ji (< Trp stk (D County: ' Plhesr—

Investigator: Pzt noliics. State: (]
Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Yes) No | Community ID: ug@niﬁ_ S Lméi,d

Is the site, signifi icantly disturbed {Atyptcal Situation)? o e_s' Transect ID:
Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes (No) | Piot ID: = || Paken)

(if needed, explain on reverse.) s diS?UJ\_b.wf
a0, OXP

= e — —_— —_—
—_————— . —
" r .

=

VEGETATION

~ .

Dominant Plant Spacias ___ Stretum_ .Indicator Dominant Plant Species Stratum _ Indicator

- 20 4ngug:lgmm§§h,§ﬂ" Dal_ . | io.
S.riarrey Y’lc\bu's 5% By~ .
4£°r!-uro_ O\ru Ninar @n® M~ |1z

S_C,Onu& Coulhert 3% Tiap + 13,
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— Bty vy Aeey, L, A . i 186, o

Porcent aof Dominant Spacies that aro 0BL; FACW or FAC 97
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= e —

HYDROLOGY
i Recorded Data {Describe in Rermarks): Wetand Hydralogy Indicatars:
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— Other — Sanusted in Uppor 12 Inches
— No Recorded Data Aveilsble —— Water Marks
— Diift Lines
___ Sedimont Deposits
Field Obsorvations: — Drainage Patterns in Wetlands
Secondarv Indicators {2 ar more required):
Depth of Surfacs Water: = fin.} — Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12 Inchas
— Water-Steinad Leaves
Depth to Free Water in Pir: — {in.} .. Local Soil Survey Data
_ — FAC-Neautral Test
Depth to Sanurated Soil; fin.) — Othor (Explain in Remarks)
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Map Unit Name :
{Series and Phase): [[Xp (\nm% OO0 _Sandh s lon ye Drainage Class:
i a

9%, Stopua. Fiald Obasrvaticns
wik | f

JtEgnfirm Mapped Typo?(” Yot No

fnis = = ™
Profilg Deseription: a1 .
Depth ' Matrix Colar Monis Colors Mortde

Textre, Concretions,
{inches). Horizon Munsell Maist Munsell Mojst Abundanze/Contrast Stricture, ate,

05 Loye Yz — (e Sndu oo
g+ : 76(}2 3/3) ii b SRT— L0~ ﬂ&f'h";* iDE

Taxonamy Subgreup): L0,

Hydrie Soil Indicators: -

— Histosel —_ Concrations

— Histlc Epipedon ~ == i — High Organic Contant in Surface Layor in Sandy Soils
- Sulfidic Odar. .. — il — Organic Strasking In Sandy Soils .

— Aquie Moistura Rogime —_Listed on Logal Hydric Sqils List, i

—— Reduzing Canditions i — Uistad on National Hydric Seits Ust

— Gloyed or Low-Chrame Colors — Other {Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: 30105 do ot Jodiolt ydrc SpLs Chraadetaistics,

WETLAND DET, ERMINATION

Hyidrophytic Vegstation Presont? ' No_ (Circle) {Cirgla)
Wotland Hydrology Prasant? as _

Hydric Soils Pregent? Yas (o) Is this Sampling Point Within a Wedand? 'fa
Romarka:

——————— \‘
g HAUSATE3/97 .

Approvad by




_— ST W s

DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DET, ERMINATION
{1987 COE Wetlands Delinsation Manualj

ey,

Project/Site: Mni~N"Tyep ﬁaza .

Date: )| (]a 7

Applicant/Owner: <o, alrre, — p urrnt (p

County: n oy~

Investigator: AN

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site?

Is the area a potentiai Problem Area?
(If needed, explain on reverse,)

_—

State: (o

Is the site significantly disturbed {Atypical Situation)?

—

o —

0 { Community 1D: ,

YesChio) Transect |D:
Yes Plot ID;

e ———

VEGETATION
Dominant Plant Species ' Stratum__ Indicator Bominant Plant Species Stratumn_ Indicatar
1.Loninunie. splsktialdOP — ], -
2.00ueal Crisrpuc, 0% TRW- | 1e.
L SHUOR_@cuni pu i 2 o = A TR
NirioVillnsa P S 7Y
5. bromim hinag. Tk — 13,
5, 14,
7. 15,
a, 18, '

Percent of Dominent Specias that ara OBL, FACW ar FAC
{excluding FAC-).

40

Remarks: “3_bx_ does roA-
VAo ien,

HYDROLOGY

WG gl avadence o4 hﬂdrophﬂ-l-l‘c,

ASE L | ol e AT - - - -
Recarded Data (Describe In Remarks):
: Stream, Lake, or Tida Gauge
IAm‘al Photegraphs
— Other .
—— No Recerded Data Avaiteble

Field Obsarvations:
Depth of Surface Watar: in,
Depth to Frea Water in Pir:

Depth to Sawrated Soil; {in.)

Watand Hydralogy Indicators:
Primary Indicators:
— Inundated
— Saturated in Upper 12 Inches
— Water Marks
— Drift Uinos
— Sediment Daposits
- Drainege Patterns in Wetands
Secondary Indicators (2 or more raquired):
— Oxidized Roat Chennnls in Upper 12 Inches
—— Water-Stained Leaves
— Locel Soil Survey Data
—. FAC-Neutral Test
—_ Othor (Explain in Remarks)

Ramarks:

N0 wuiddane s 4 uetlangd, h,u:)dmm@q OlrSewid ,




Z8/ YSNDH Agq Peacuddy
S e ———— AoIALS

syIDey

@ SEL LPuBnos B UIUM w0y Bupdiveg Si4l 5|
{12410}

g
0.

Quesoly sog PpAH
ddessg ABojoipAy pueposy
&1uosesy uopeleBay spAydospAy

28BN P PPN 19T 4680 G S00S, oy |

NOILLYNIWYA13G ONYLam

{s3r0oy up upedxg) wyg T
I50) 105 oupAy {SHONBN o poyspp ——

3517 Siieg SupAY jeany uo paisn T
sflog Apueg uy Bupreng omghin =
£flos Apusg y) 40AT] asepng Ul unuoy swensg TL71% S

SUoReJouen ~

£40]00 vwioIys-Mmo s pedejn ——

sundey esmsiow ajnby ——

Buopipuoy Bupnpey —
J0PO ojpying —
Uopedidy opsyy
losoyspy —

- EI0WDMpU] Hog aupAy

|
|
rr__

. ]
N VIS B T

Sy < |

1 —_ —
AT TS AN . Tl dS] %-0 |
“030 e IMDIOTg e ER T v e “TSoN o] D T ~Uozmoq RCTER |
‘suopeisuny ‘aInixoy Rlop £40)0D Splopy 40100 xXineyy . Yadeg

oy ( :;A‘E ¢odA} paddepy Wiyue
suonoAIsEqQ )

b.

'-—r

4

T Oty o
|
~l > }

CRONSEeq e |

H{dnoiBgng} Aweuoxp 1l




DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
{1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

Project/Site: OOJ:. Ty Plala,

Date: _H{J5IQ7

Applicant/Owner:

Toaalors vy Morss (o

investigator: EO’[ A rDu) 1C7,

County: _FAQLOX
State:

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site?
is the site significantly disturbed [Atypical Situation)?
Is the area a potential Problem Area?

{If needed, explain on reverse.)

(Ye9 No
<Yes No

VoD

Community 1D: E'—M’
Transect |D:
—

Plot I1D:

VEGETATION
Dominant Plant Species Stratum_ Indicator Dominant Plant Species Stratum__ Indicatar_
1. Ys s o DAL a,
2. i r 207 Tor ¥ .
3.E)_pgﬂ|;5;§gmﬁfd'- ° FRACW | 1.
4. Quacrns lopota Bl FALY | 12,
5, COnuTa P Bk Tt | s
2 -]

Gfﬂ—_&_»!_jp Pl - DAL | s,
7. 15.
a, 16.
Percent of Dominant Specios that are OBL, FACW or FAC 7

{excluding FAC-). 10O /o
Remnrks:ﬁ\._bb ;,Q..)L\\’M.,"S o WUMLY\U_ Eb M,—Ha,r\d u@dja.h-on .

HYDROLOGY

_X Rocorded Dats {Describs in Remarks):
Stream, Leka, or Tide Gauge
Aerial Photographs
__ Othor
— No Recerdod Data Avasilablo

Field Obsarvatons:

& {in.}

SuAA L in)
S&H Gl ingy
[}

Depth of Surfacs Water:
Depth to Frea Water in Pit:

Depth to Saturated Sail:

Woetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators:

inundated

Saturated in Upper 12 Inches
Water Marks %

Drift Lines

Sedimoent Deposits

X_ Drainage Patterns in Wetlands

Secondary Indicators {2 or more required):

Oxidized Root Channels in Upper 12 Inches
Water-Stainad Leaves

Locel Soil Survey Data

FAC-Neutral Test

Other {Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: &’U_ \'-‘Of-\: U_)O,_J'\I A\ 9"\ \\{\E")!ﬁ.’).




SOILsS

Map Unit Na 1O
(S:?iesr:nd Pr::sel: ﬂ‘nr\r’caoi {Mr=p Eﬂfﬁt,ﬂm i) Z“q%S,ﬁm;amaga Class: ¢y ¥ DJ

: ; 3 ! Field Observations
Taxonomy ISubgrnupl:C—O%t’_ Odiny ive afﬂ(«ﬁg r . Corfizn Mapped Type?  Yes @
D

Profile Descrintian: W!D@m!&

Depth Matrix Colar Morttle Colaes Mot Texture, Concretions,

linchesl Hecrizon {Munsell Maist} (Munsell Maist) Abundanca/Co'itrast Structure, ete,
O-10+ Oy r < . I

Hydric Soil Indicators:

— Histosol —_ Concrations

___ Histe Epipedon — High Organic Content in Surfaca Layer in Sandy Soils
—_ Sulfidic Odor — Organic Streeking in Sandy Sails

__ Aquic Moisturs Regime — Listed on Local Hydric Soils Lise

— Reducing Conditions ___ Listed on National Hydric Soils List

L Glayed orColora —_ Other (Explain in Remerks)

” Remarks: DA Lo ja\aetS hudnie. Splf ¢ haaicte riskics

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegotation Prasant? o No (Circle} {Circle)
Wetand Hydrology Present? No

Hydric Scils Prasent? o3 ) No Is this Sampling Point Within o Watland? No
Remarka:

e —
Approved by HOUSACE 3192

PR S—

LS S



Appendix E. Phase Il Environmental Site
Investigation






PHASE 11
ENVIRONMENTAL SITE INVESTIGATION

TAYLOR ROAD MIXED USE
3901 TAYLOR ROAD

LOOMIS, CALIFORNIA

PREPARED BY:

SOIL SEARCH ENGINEERING
4088 BRIDGE STREET #9
FAIR OAKS, CALIFORNIA 95628
(916) 761-1776

January §, 2017
Job Number 1650E



January 5, 2017
1650E.S11

TABLE OF CONTENTS

PHASE IT
ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT

SUMMARY S AsseesEEeEsLEEEesierErraEEaEI T s aReensnas
SITE DESCRIPTION: viics e swii - o sisiwia'n e « aipisTimle sisis » awiia o asses
INTRODUCTION. ....
BACKGROUND. ............. LT et HOHDHOT 0000000060 1t o
SCOPEOFWORK. ....civiirareraranseransnccscscarsacasnans e A
FIELD INVESTIGATION, ............. ey TP
SOIL SAMPLING AND ANALY SIS . oot iiiviiueristsioserroessrsirsssisisrassatrosnsrsns
ANALYTICAL RESULTS ........cvvuvne. eepicipl sl siptatelele ps ol elelolsle spnlelatn S
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS . . ...viiiiinianiisnsrssnnsnansas
EQUIPMENT DECONTAMINATION PROCEDURE............vvinnnnnas PR - I vivina
QUALITY ASSURANCE AND CONTROL PROCEDURES.. ... .c.ovivrrrsrserasescnsans
LIMITATION AND UNIFORMITY CONDITIONS......... RS+ nln) o Hmir R o o o o il s B
APPENDIX 'A"

Vicinity Map

Site Plan

Location Map
APPENDIX "B"

Additional Services
APPENDIX "C"

Formal chain of custody rccords
Laboratory Analytical Report

SSE 4088 Bridge Strcet #9, Fair Oaks, CA 95628 (916) 761-1776



SOIL SEARCH ENGINEERING January 5, 2017

GEOTECHNICAL & ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS Job No. 1650E.S11
4088 BRIDGE ST. #9, FALR OAKS, CA 95628 (916) 761-1776

PHASE 11
ENVIRONMENTAL SITE INVESTIGATION

TAYLOR ROAD MIXED USE
3901 TAYLOR ROAD
LOOMIS, CALIFORNIA

SUMMARY

We are presenting herein our environmental site investigation for the proposed "Taylor Road Mixed
Use" subdivision project site located at 3901 Taylor Road, Loomis, California, as shown on the
Vicinity Map, Plate Number-1 of Appendix “A”. The property is approximately 8.9 acres in size,
to be developed to the "Taylor Road Mixed Use" subdivision for construction of the proposed mixed
commercial/retail and single family wood frame residential structures and related improvements, as
shown on the Site Plan, Plate Number-2 of Appendix “A”.

A field investigation was conducted at the site, based on the work plan prepared in accordance with
the recommended Interim Guidance for Sampling Agricultural Propertied (Third Revision),
California Department of Toxic Substances Control, California Environmental Protection Agency,
August 7, 2008. The soil samples were delivered directly to California Laboratory Services of
Rancho Cordova, California, a certified laboratory, for analysis. A total of eighteen soil samples
were collected. A total of seven composites and seven discrete soil samples were analyzed. The soil
samples were analyzed for concentration of organochlorine pesticides DDD, DDE and DDT, lead
and arsenic. The location of the soil samples is shown on the Location Map, Plate Number-3 of
Appendix “A”. Analytical results with the formal chain of custody records are presented in
Appendix “C”.

The results of the laboratory analyses indicate that the soil samples, taken from the aforementioned
specified location, showed non-detect or low concentration of the analyzed constituents. Based on
the laboratory analytical results, review and comparison with other similar cases and upon approval
of the lead agency, no additional environmental investigation/testing, from the above mentioned
areas, is recommended at this time. It our opinion that the subject site is now ready for further
improvements.

SSE 4088 Bridge Street #9, Fair Oaks, CA 95628 I
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SITE DESCRIPTION

The subject site is irregular in shape, reportedly, 8.9 acres in size and the general topography of the
subdivision area is relatively flat terrain. At the time of our site observation, the project site was a
vacant lot with no structure on the site. Vegetation on the site consisted mostly of weeds/grass and
a number of native trees. It is our understanding that the development consists of a mixed use
subdivision for construction of the proposed mixed commercial/retail and single family wood frame
residential structures and related improvements, as shown on the Site Plan, Plate Number-2 of
Appendix “A”.

INTRODUCTION

We are presenting herein our environmental site investigation for the "Taylor Road Mixed Use"
subdivision, for construction of the proposed mixed commercial/retail and single family wood frame
residential structures and related improvements, as shown on the Vicinity Map, Plate Number-1,
Appendix "A".

Our office had a meeting with Pat Cannon property owner/representative of Carmichael, CA and
conversations with Laura Rath, Registered Environmental Health Specialist of County of Placer on
December 15 and 16,2016. The Phase Il limited investigation was recommended due to the historic
use of lead arsenate as a pesticide lead in the area. Consequently a workplan for recommended
environmental site investigation and sampling for Taylor Road Mixed Use project site was prepared
and submitted to Environmental Health Services for approval.

The scope of work for the phase IT environmental site investigation, is based on the approved
aforementioned workplan, consists of the field investigation including collection of eighteen soil
samples from the site, analyses of the soil samples and the preparation of this report, in accordance
with the Interim Guidance for Sampling Agricultural Propertied (Third Revision), California
Department of Toxic Substances Control, California Environmental Protection Agency, August 7,
2008. The scope of work did not include the groundwater sampling at this time.

Soil samples were delivered directly to California Laboratory Services of Rancho Cordova,

California, a certified laboratory, and formal chain of custody records were maintained for each
sample. The soil samples were analyzed for the concentration of organochlorine pesticides, lead

SSE 4088 Bridge Street #9, Fair Oaks, CA 95628 2
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and arsenic. Results of the analytical laboratory tests, together with our conclusions and
recommendations are presented.

The soil samples were analyzed for concentration of organochlorine pesticides DDD, DDE and
DDT; Analysis Method EPA 8081A, lead;, Analysis Method EPA 6010B and arsenic; Analysis
Method EPA 6020. The location of the soil samples is shown on the Location Map, Plate Number-3
of Appendix “A”. Formal chain of custody records was maintained for the samples. Analytical
results with the formal chain of custody records are presented in Appendix “C”.

The results of the laboratory analyses indicate that the soil samples, taken from the aforementioned
specified location, showed non-detect or low concentration of the analyzed constituents. Based on
the laboratory analytical results, review and comparison with other similar cases and upon approval
of the lead agency, no additional environmental investigation/testing, from the above mentioned
areas, is recommended at this time. It our opinion that the subject site is ready for further
improvements.

BACKGROUND

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment report, dated August 27, 1998, was prepared for Oak Tree
Subdivision, Loomis, CA (subject property) by Earth Work environmental, Inc. of Roseville, CA,
at the request of Area West Engineers on behalf of Gary Taylor/Taylor's Investment Company of
Sacramento, CA. It was concluded that "Adequate on site investigation/inspection has been
completed and no further issues regarding environmental concerns exist at the site as of August
19th/20th 1998".

An update on the above mentioned Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Report, dated October
28, 2004, was prepared for Oak Tree Subdivision, Loomis, CA (subject property) by Earth Work
environmental, Inc. of Roseville, CA, for Allied Developers of Carmichael, CA. It was concluded
that "No issues were discovered that would warrant further environmental investigation as of
October 26th, 2004 ".

According to our conversations with Laura Rath, Registered Environmental Health Specialist of
County of Placer on December 16, 2016, a Phase 2 limited soil investigation should be completed
with the California EPA, Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) August 2008 "Interim
Guidance for Sampling Agricultural Properties." Due to the historic use of lead arsenate as a

SSE 4088 Bridge Strect #9, Fair Qaks, CA 95628 3
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pesticide lead should also be included in the testing. Prior to the Phase 2 site assessment a workplan
should be reviewed and approved by Environmental Health Services.

Our office reviewed the above mentioned Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment reports, had
conversations with involved parties on December 15 and 16, 2016 and performed a site observation
on December 17, 2016. The purpose of our site observations and our conversations with involved
parties was to determine the condition of the site since the aforementioned environmental
investigations were performed.

SCOPE OF WORK

The scope of work, for the recommended Phase IT environmental site investigation consists of the
field investigation including collection of eighteen soil samples, analyses of the soil samples and the
preparation of this report. The field investigation and sampling were performed in accordance with
the Interim Guidance for Sampling Agricultural Propertied {Third Revision), California Department
of Toxic Substances Control, California Environmental Protection Agency, August 7, 2008. The
scope of work did not include the groundwater sampling at this time. Results of the laboratory tests,
together with our recommendations are presented.

Soil samples were delivered directly to California Laboratory Services of Rancho Cordova,
California, a certified laboratory, within an hour after collection. Formal chain of custody records
were maintained for each sample. The soil samples were analyzed for the concentration of
organochlorine pesticides, lead and arsenic.

The soil samples were analyzed for organochlorine pesticides DDD, DDE and DDT; Analysis
Method EPA 8081A, lead;, Analysis Method EPA 6010B and arsenic; Analysis Method EPA 6020.
Formal chain of custody records were maintained for each sample. Analytical results with the formal
chain of custody records together with our conclusions and recommendations are presented. The
location of the soil samples is shown on the Location Map, Plate Number-3 of Appendix “A™.

FIELD INVESTIGATION

The field investigation was performed on January 5, 2017. The field investigation conducted at the
site consisted of sampling the soils, in the previously designated areas of the above subject site. A

SSE 4088 Bridge Strect #9, Fair Oaks, CA 95628 (916) 76-1776 4
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total of eighteen soil samples, SS1-1 thru SS1-18, were collected. The soil samples were collected
as outlined in the California Department of Toxic Substances Control Interim Guidance for Sampling
Agricultural Properties (Third Revision), dated August 7, 2008, Section 3.5.

The sample location was cleaned of thick mats of vegetable material, roots, and other extraneous
material. Each location was sampled to include one surface sample (0-6 inches of first encountered
soil ). Soil samples were collected in 8 oz clear glass jars. Soil samples were placed on ice and
delivered directly to a certified analytical laboratory for analysis and formal chain of custody records
were maintained for each sample.

A total of seven composites and seven discrete soil samples were analyzed. The soil samples were
analyzed for organochlorine pesticides DDE and DDT, Analysis Method EPA 8081 A, lead; Analysis
Method EPA 6010B and arsenic; Analysis Method EPA 6010 . The approximate location of the soil
samples is shown on Location Map, Plate Number-3, Appendix "A".

SOIL SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS

A total of eighteen soil samples were collected at the site. A total of seven composites and seven
discrete soil samples were analyzed. The soil samples were analyzed for organochlorine pesticides
DDE and DDT; Analysis Method EPA 8081A, lead; Analysis Method EPA 6010B and arsenic;
Analysis Method EPA 6020. The approximate location of the soil samples is shown on Location
Map, Plate Number-3, Appendix "A".

Soil samples were collected in 8 oz clear glass jars. When sample are collected, the container was
capped with a polyethylene lid and finally labeled. The so0il samples were retained in glass container
in order that the soil sample could be preserved until the samples could be analyzed in the laboratory.
Soil samples were placed on ice or dry ice, immediately, for transport to the laboratory for analysis.
Soil samples were delivered directly to California Laboratory Services of Rancho Cordova,
California, a certified analytical laboratory, within an hour after collection for analysis and formal
chain of custody records will be maintained for each sample.

ANALYTICAL RESULTS
A total of eighteen soil samples, SS-1 through SS-18, were collected from the site as shown on the

Location Map, Plate Number 2, Appendix “A”. A total of seven composite and seven discrete soil
samples were analyzed. Laboratory analytical results with the chain of custody documents are

SSE s0ss Bridge Street #9, Fair Oaks, CA 95628 (916) 761-1776 5
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presented in Appendix “C”. Laboratory control sample duplicate report, Method blank data report,
matrix spike duplicate report and quality control summary report are presented in Appendix “C”.

Summary of the test results are shown in the following tables.

Analytical Laboratory Results Summary

Parameter/Measured Value
No | Soil Sample DDD |DDE |DDT | Arsenic |Lead |REMerkS
ughks |upks |upks |meke | mg/ke .

1 | SS1-1 & SS1-3 ND |[ND |ND

2 | SS14 & S81-5 ND (ND |[ND

3 | SS1-6 & SS1-8 ND |IND |[ND

4 | 8S1-9 & 8S1-10 ND |ND |ND

5 | SS1-12 & SS1-13 ND |[(ND |ND

6 | SS1-14 & SS1-15 ND |[ND |[ND

7 | SS1-16 & SS1-18 ND |ND |[ND

8 | SS1-1 ND 7.8

9 |SS1-5 ND 34

10 | SS1-7 ND 25

11 | SS1-9 0.71 5.2

12 | SS1-11 0.65 3.6

13 | SS1-14 ND 2.6

14 | SS1-16 ND 4.1

Note: Organochlorine Pesticides, Analysis Method EPAROR1 A
Tolal Arsenic, Analysis Mcthod EPA 6020
Total Lead, Analysis Mcthod EPA 60108
EPA: Environmental Protection Agency
For reporting limit, refer to laboratory analytical report, Appendix “C”

SSE 4088 Bridge Street #9, Fair Oaks, CA 95628 (916) 761-1776
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The results of the laboratory analyses indicate that the soil samples, taken from the aforementioned
specified location, showed non-detect or low concentration of the analyzed constituents. Based on
the laboratory analytical results, review and comparison with other similar cases and upon approval
of the lead agency, no additional environmental investigation/testing, from the above mentioned
areas, is recommended at this time. It our opinion that the subject project site is ready for further
improvements.

Should there be a need to conduct an investigation into a specific question not addressed in this
report, contact our office regarding your concerns. Additional specific information will be obtained
by independent investigation upon request.

EQUIPMENT DECONTAMINATION PROCEDURES

All equipments including, but not limited to, sampler, etc. were steam-cleaned prior to use in each
location. Sampler and other equipments not subjected to steam cleaning were triple rinsed in two
tap water immersions and then distilled water after being decontaminated in a solution of an
appropriate detergent and water.

QUALITY ASSURANCE AND CONTROL PROCEDURES

Established sampling, transportation and chain-of-custody protocols were followed to ensure the
integrity of the samples acquired in the field and during transportation to the laboratory. Quality
assurance and control procedures in the laboratory setting will consist of those measures commonly
employed to insure the accuracy and quality of the data generated from the laboratory analysis of the
individual soil sample. Method blank data report, matrix spike/matrix spike duplicates and
laboratory control sample report are presented in Appendix “C”.

LIMITATIONS AND UNIFORMITY OF CONDITIONS
The analysis, conclusions and recommendations contained in the report are based on the site
conditions as they existed at the time, the analytical results of the collected samples in the subject

project area, as well as our conversations with involved parties in regards to the above subject project
site. aforementioned environmental investigation reports as well as our conversations with involved
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parties in regards to the above subject project site. Our professional services, findings, and
recommendations will be in accordance with generally accepted engineering principles and practices.
This warranty is in lieu of all other warranties either expressed or implied. Test findings and
statements of professional opinion do not constitute a guarantee or warranty, expressed or implied.

Nothing in this determination shall constitute or be construed as a satisfaction or release from
liability for any conditions or claims arising as a result of past, current, or future operations at the
above subject site. Nothing in this determination is intended or shall be construed to limit the rights
of any parities with respect to claims arising out of or relating to deposit or disposal at any other
location of substances removed from the site. Nothing in this determination is intended or shall be
construed to limit or preclude California Department of Toxic Substances Control, California
Environmental Protection Agency , County Environmental Management Department, Hazardous
Materials Division and/or any other agency from taking any further enforcement actions.

This report does not relieve the owner or tenant(s) of any responsibilities mandated under the
California Health and Safety Code and California Water Code, additional, or previously unidentified
contamination at the site causes or threatens to cause pollution or nuisance or is found to pose a
threat to public health. Changes in the present or public land use may require further assessment and
mitigation.

SOIL SEARCH ENGINEERING

Ahmad Badie, Ph.D., President
RCE #37861, REA 11-20168
1650E.51)
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Notc: Exiracted from the site plan prepared and provided by Arca West Engincers.
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Note: Extracted from the site plan prepared and provided by Area West Engineers.
[J OB NUMBER  1650E.SI1 JANUARY 5,2017  SITEPLAN  PLATENo.2

TAYLOR ROAD MIXED USE
3901 TAYLOR ROAD
LOOMIS , CALIFORNIA

SSE 4088 Bridge Strect #9, Fair Oaks, CA 95628 (916)761-1776




" Approximate location of the soil samples @
P LA : i
5 ".‘_Lk_

i .' o x
ik ~ ol i " T v
‘/‘ ..-"- '. 5 ) b w’ :-:.' o e
e -, ] G NN N
LN "' amh, S LY
e T T S81-3 e Sk
A " ".*I"B‘-W T R Y A
‘\/‘ —ﬂ-'—'—-"-"-“—;.'—..‘_:.__*‘ A .

LOCATION MAP

Note: Extracted from the sile plan prepared and provided by Arca West Engincers,
JOB NUMBER  1650E.S11 JANUARY 5,2017 LOCATION MAP PLATE No. 3

TAYLOR ROAD MIXED USE
3901 TAYLOR ROAD
LOOMIS , CALIFORNIA

SSE 4088 Bridge Strect #9, Fair Oaks, CA 95628 (916)761-1776




APPENDIX "B"

Additional Services



SOIL SEARCH ENGINEERING

GEOTECHNICAL & ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS
4088 BRIDGE ST. #9, FAIR OAKS, CA 95628 (916) 761-1776

Seoil Search Engineering Services

Soil Search Engineering is pleased to present geotechnical and environmental investigation, material
testing, construction observation and quality control services for your project. Services provided
consist of, but not limited to the following:

GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING
RESIDENTIAL , COMMERCIAL
STORAGE BIN, TOWER, DAM
RETAINING WALL & SEA WALL
FOUNDATION INVESTIGATION
SEISMIC FOUNDATION DESIGN
PLAN REVIEW

CONSTRUCTION SUPERVISION
CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION
FIELD TESTING AND OBSERVATION
SOIL LABORATORY TESTING
PAVEMENT DESIGN

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

PHASE I AND PHASE II SITE ASSESSMENTS
SITE CHARACTERIZATION

COASTAL PROTECTION PROJECTS

FIELD INVESTIGATION

SOIL SAMPLING

REMEDIAL ACTION WORKPLAN
REMOVAL ACTION WORKPLAN

HEALTH AND SAFETY PLAN

"SPCC" PLAN

If you have any question or require additional information, call our office at your convenience.

Please feel free to contact our office for further information regarding our services and fees.
Proposals will be provided upon request.

SSE 4088 Bridge Strect #9, Fair Oaks, CA 95628 (916) 761-1776



APPENDIX "C"

Formal chain of custody records
Laboratory Analytical Report



CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

3249 Fitzgerald Road Rancho Cordova, CA 95742

January 12, 2017 CLS Work Order #: 17A0193
COC #: 172969/172970

Ahmad Badie

Soil Search Engineering

4088 Bridge Street #9

Fair Oaks, CA 95628
Project Name: Taylor Road Mixed Use
Enclosed are the results of analyses for samples received by the laboratory on 01/05/17 10:49,

Samples were analyzed pursuant to client request utilizing EPA or other ELAP approved
methodologies. 1 certify that the results are in compliance both technically and for completeness.

Analytical results arc attached to this letter. Please call if we can provide additional assistance.

Sincerely,
j J
S”%/f’ / @
James Liang, Ph.D.
Laboratory Dircctor

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration number 1233



CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

Page 1 of 13

01/12/17 14:46

Soil Search Engineering
4088 Bridge Street #9
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Project:
Project Number: [none]
Project Manager: Ahmad Badie

Taylor Road Mixed Use

CLS Work Order #: 17A0193
COC #: 172969/172970
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CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

3249 Fitzgerald Road Rancho Cordova, CA 95742

www.califoernialab.com

916-638-7301 Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

Page 2 of 13 01/12/17 14:46
Soil Scarch Engineering Project:  Taylor Road Mixed Use
4088 Bridge Street #9 Project Number: [none) CLS Work Order #: 1740193
Fair Oaks, CA 95628 Project Manager: Ahmad Badie COC #: 172969/172970
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3249 Fitzgerald Road Rancho Cordova, CA 95742

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

www.californialab.com

916-638-7301

Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

Page 3 of 13 01/12/17 14:46

Soil Search Engineering Project:  Taylor Road Mixed Use

4088 Bridge Streat #9 Project Number: [none) CLS Work Order #: 1740193

Fair Qaks, CA 95628 Project Manager: Ahmad Badie COC #: 172969/172970

Metals by EPA 6000/7000 Series Methods
Reporting

Analyte Result Limit  Units Dilution  Batch Prepared Apalyzed Mecthed Notes
§S51-1 (17A0193-01) Scil Sampled: 01/05/17 07:54 Recelved: 01/05/17 10:49
Arsenic ND 0.50 mg/kg 5 1700130 0E/DG/1T 0110617 EPA 6020
Lead 7.8 2.5 " r " L} " EPA 6010B ICP/MS
§81-5 (17A0193-06) Soll Sampled: 01/05/17 08:11 Recelved: 01/05/17 10:49
Arsenic ND 0.50 mghkg 5 1700130 p1/08Nn7 o1/06N 7 EPA 6020
Lead 34 2.5 " - " L " EPA 6610B ICP/MS
§51-7 (17A0193-09) Soil Sampled: 01/05/17 08:19 Recelved: 01/05/17 10:49
Arsenic ND 050  mgkg 5 1700130 01/0617 0106117 EPA 6020
Lead 25 2.5 " " " Ll " EPA 60108 ICP/MS
S§$81-9 (17A0193-12) Seil Sampled: 01/05/17 08:29 Received: 01/05/17 10:49
Arsenic 071 0.50 mg/kg 5 1700130 01/06N17 o1/08/17 EPA 6020
Lead 5.2 2.5 " " - Ll " EPA 60108 ICP/MS
§51-11 (17A0193-15) Soft Sampled: 01/65/17 08:40 Recelved: 01/05/17 10:49
Arsenic 0.65 0.50 mp'kg 5 1700130 01/06/17 01/06/17 EPA 6026
Lead 36 2.5 - " " s " EPA 6010B 1ICP/MS
5§S1-14 (17A0193-19) Soil Sampled: 01/05/17 09:01 Received: 01/05/17 10:49
Arsenic ND 0.50 mp'kg 5 1700130 o1/06/17 01/06/17 EPA 6020
Lead 1.6 25 L o L - " EPA 60108 ICP/MS
S§S1-16(17A0193-22) Soll  Sampled: 03/05/17 09:16 Reccived: 01/05/17 10:49
Arsenic ND 0.50 mg/kg 5 1700130 o106n7 01106117 EPA 6020
Lead 4.1 2.5 5 " B " " EPA 60108 ICPMS

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

3249 Fitzgerald Road Rancho Cordova, CA 95742

www.californialab.com

916-638-7301

Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

Page 4 of 13 01/12/17 14:46

Soil Search Enginecring Project:  Taylor Road Mixed Use

4088 Bridge Street #9 Project Number: [pone] CLS Work Order #: 17A0193

Fair Oaks, CA 95628 Project Manager: Ahmad Badie COC #: 172969/172970

Organochlorine Pesticides by EPA Mecthod 8081A
Reporting

Analyte Result Limit Units  Dilution Batch Prepared Analyzed Method Notes
§51-1-3 (Composite) (17A0193-04) Soil  Sampled: 01/05/17 08:02 Reccived: 01/05/17 10:49 QRL-8
44°'-DDD ND 17 upke 5 1700122 01106117 01wiT EPA BOBIA
44°-DDE ND 17 " B n - " .
44°-DDT ND 17 " - N " 1" "
Aldrin ND 5.0 " " - " " "
alpha-BHC ND 8.5 ) " " e ! "
bew-BIIC ND 85 B " " = " "
Chlordane-technical ND 17 a " - = " "
delta-BHC ND g5 " " " " "
Dicldrin ND 5.0 " - - “ " "
Endosulfan | ND 85 4 = - " "
Endosulfan Il ND 17 " " " e " "
Endosulfan sulfate ND 17 " y " e " "
Endnn ND 17 - " " s . "
Endrin aldchyde ND 17 " " G - b "
gamma-BHC (Lindanc) ND g5 " " “ " » "
Heptachlor ND B.S - - " " " "
Heptachlor cpoxide ND 8.5 " " " e b "
Methoxychlar ND 85 " " " = "
Muex ND 17 " " " = " "
Toxaphene ND 100 7 " " . = "
Surrogate. Decachlorobiphenyl 81 % 32-141 - - » "
Surrogate Teirachloro-meta-xylene 85 % 46-139 " = " “
$81-4-5 (Composite) (17A0193-07) Soil Sampled: 01/05/17 08:1F  Reccived: 01/05/17 10:49
4,4'-DDD ND 33 ppke i 1700122 o1/06n7 0L/10/17  EPABOBIA
4,4’-DDE ND 33 " " " - - "
4,4°-DBT ND 33 - " " - " "
Aldrin ND 1.0 " " - " " "
alpha-BHC ND 1.7 - " = " "
bela-BHC ND 17 " " e B "

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

3249 Fitzgerald Read Roncho Cordova, CA 95742

www.calilornialab.com

916-638-7301

Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

Page 5 of 13 01/12/17 14:46

Soil Search Enginecring Project:  Taylor Road Mixed Use

4088 Bridge Street 49 Project Number: [none] CLS Work Order #: 17A0193

Fair Oaks, CA 95628 Project Manager: Ahmad Badie COC #: 172969/172970

Organochlorine Pesticides by EPA Method 8081A
Reporting

Analyte Result Limit  Units Diluticn Batch Prepared Analyzed Method Notes
5§51-4-5 (Composite) (17A0193-07) Soil Sampled: 01/05/17 08:11 Received: 01/05/17 10:49
Chlordane-technical ND 33 ng'kg 1 1700122 " 011017 EPA B0B1A
delta-BHC ND 1.7 " " " " - "
Dieldrin ND 1.0 " " " " " "
Endosulfan [ ND 17 . " " e " "
Endosulfan I ND 33 i " . " " "
Endosulfan sulfate ND 33 " " " J " "
Endﬁn ND 3 -3 n L] L] " " L]
Endrin aldehyde ND 33 " " . U " "
gamma-BHC (Lindane) ND 1.7 " " " n - "
Heptachlor ND 1.7 " " " C " "
Heptachlor epoxide ND 1.7 = U e " e L]
Methaxychlor ND i7 " " . o " "
Mirex ND 3.3 " " " L] » "
Toxaphene ND 20 " " N L " "
Surrogate: Decachlorobiphenyl 71% 52-141 " L - "
Surrogate: Tetrachlpro-meta-xylene 82% 46-139 " " - "
551-6-8 (Composite) (17A0193-11) Soil Sampled: 01/05/17 08:25 Received: 01/05/17 10:49
4,4°-DDD ND 33 pphg 1 1700122 01/0617 011017 EPABOBIA
4,4'-DDE ND i3 " i " g " .
4,4°.DDT ND i3 " " " “ " -
Aldrin ND 1.0 " " " - " "
alpha-BHC ND 1.7 " - " = " "
beta-BHC ND 1.7 " " " . " "
Chlordanc-1cchnical ND 33 " " " = " "
delis-BHC ND 1.7 - “ " " " "
Dieldrin ND 1.0 " " " " " "
Endosulfan | ND 1.7 " " " = - -
Endosulfan {1 ND 33 " " " ] " "
Endosulfan sulfate ND 33 " " 5 . - "

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

3249 Fitzgerald Road Rancho Cordova, CA 95742

www.californialab.com

916-638-7301 Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

Page 6 of 13 01/12/17 14:46

Soil Search Engincering Project:  Taylor Road Mixed Use

4088 Bridge Street #9 Project Number: [none] CLS Work Order #: 17A0193

Fair Oaks, CA 95628 Project Manager: Ahmad Badie COC #: 172969/172970

Organochlorine Pesticides by EPA Mecthod 8081A
Reparting
Analyte Result Limit  Unmis  Dilution Batch Prepared Analyzed Method Notes
551-6-8 (Composite) (17A0193-11) Soil Sampled: 01/05/17 08:25 Recclved: 01/05/17 10:49
Endrin ND 33 pgkg 1 1700122 " ol/1F17  EPABOSIA
Endrin aldchyde ND 33 " " “ " ] "
gamma-BHC (Lindane} ND 1.7 " - L " ] =
Heptachlor ND 1.7 " " " . o =
Heptachlor epoxide ND 1.7 " " " . el =
Methoxychlor ND 17 " " L " " =
Mirex ND 33 “ " " " k "
Toxaphene ND 20 " " " “ B -
Surrogate: Decachlarobiphenyl 6] % 52-141 - 8 " "
Surrogate: Tetrachloro-meta-xylene 66 % 46-139 " . " "
8§51-9-10 (Composite) (17A0193-14) Soil Sampled: 01/05/17 08:34 Reccived: 01/05/17 10:49
4,4".DDD ND 66  ppke 2 1700122 op06n7 01/1017  EPABOSIA
4,4’-DDE ND 66 " " " " E 2
4,4°-DDT ND 66 " " " - " &
Aldrin ND 20 . " " " = .
alpha-BHC ND 3.4 = " " " - "
beta-BHC ND 34 " " " " E g
Chlordane-technical ND 66 " " " n . E
dclta-BHC ND 3.4 " " " " s
Dicldrin ND 20 " . " . h ¥
Endosulfan [ ND 34 " " " L] -
Endosulfan [1 ND 6.6 " " " = .
Endosulfan sulfalc ND 6.6 " " " - " "
Endrin ND 6.6 " . " n =
Endrin aldchyde ND 6.6 . - - " 2 L
gamma-BIC (Lindanc) ND 34 = = " "
Heptachlor ND 34 " " " “ "
Heptachlor cpoxide ND 34 " " " .
Methoxychlor ND 34 " " - -
CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

3249 Fitzgerald Road Raacho Cordova, CA 95742 www.californiatab.com 916-638-7301 Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

Page 7 of 13 01/12/17 14.46

Soil Search Engineering Project:  Taylor Road Mixed Use

4088 Bridge Street #9 Project Number: [none] CLS5 Work Order #: 17A0193

Fair Oaks, CA 95628 Project Manager: Abmad Badie COC #: 172969/172970

Organochlorine Pesticides by EPA Meihod 8081A
Reporting

Analyte Result Limit Units Diluticn Baich Prepared Analyzed Method Notes
§51-9-10 (Composite) (17A0193-14) Soll Sampled: 01/05/17 08:34 Received: 01/05/17 10:4%
Mirex ND 6.6  ppke 2 1700122 " 01/10/17  EPABOBlA
Toxaphene ND 40 " E " . " "
Surrogate: Decachlorobiphenyl 569 52-141 ” n U "
Surrogate: Tetrachloro-meta-xylene 38 % 46-139 " e " "
§51-12-13 (Composite} (17A0193-18) Soil Sampled: 01/05/17 08:50 Reccived: 01/05/17 10:49
44°-DDD ND 33 pgkg 1 1700122 g1/06/17 01/10/i7  EPABOBIA
4,4'-DDE ND 3.3 " " G & " "
44°-DDT ND 33 n “ o " " "
Aldrin ND 1.0 " " " "
nlpllil-BHC ND 1.7 L] " - " " i
beta-BHC ND 1.7 " " " " " "
Chlordane-technical ND 33 " " " g " g
delta-BHC ND 1.7 . " " “ » "
Dieldrin ND 1.0 " " " o . "
Endosulfan [ ND 1.7 " " " " g g
Endosulfan 11 ND 33 " U ] " " n
Endosulfan sulfate ND 33 " " " " - "
Endrin ND 3‘3 “ H " " " L
Endrin aldehyde ND 33 e J e n L e
gamma-BHC (Lindanc) ND 1.7 " " " . " "
Heptachlor ND 1.7 " . - . N "
Heptachlor cpoxide ND 1.7 i " - ] " .
Mcthoxychlor ND 17 " " " " " "
Mirex ND 33 " - " " " "
Toxaphene ND 20 " “ " & " "
Surrogate: Decachlorobiphenyl 51% 32-141 . - - B 05.4
Surrogate: Tetrachlore-meta-xylene 55% 46-139 " " " *

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

3249 Fitzperald Road Rancho Cordova, CA 95742

www.californialab.com

916-638-7301

Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

Page 8 0of 13 01/12/17 14:46

Soil Search Engineering Project:  Taylor Road Mixed Use

4088 Bridpe Street #9 Project Number: [none] CLS Work Order #: 17A0193

Fair Oaks, CA 95628 Project Manager: Ahmad Badie COC #: 172969/172970

Organochlorine Pesticides by EPA Method 8081A
Reporting

Analyte Result Limit Units  Dilution Batch Prepared Analyzed Methed Notes
§51-14-15 (Composite) (17A0193-21) Soil Sampled: 01/05/17 09:01 Reeeived: 01/05/17 10:49
44°-DDD ND 33 pefke 1 1700122 01/66/17 01/10/17 EPA BOBLA
4,4"-DDE ND i3 " " " " " "
4,4"-DDT ND 33 " " " " - "
Aldrin 1.4 1.0 " " " " “ "
alpha-BHC ND 1.7 " " " " L 5
beta-BHC ND 1.7 " " " " g e
Chiordanc-technical ND 33 " " M N N -
delta-BHC ND Ly " " " n U N
Dicldrin 1.3 1.0 " " - " " .
Endosulfan 1 ND 1.7 " 0 " n - =
Endosulfan I[ ND 3.3 " " " " " "
Endosulfan sulfate ND 33 " " - “ " N
Endrin ND 33 " N " " " N
Endrin aldchyde ND 33 " b = " "
gamma-BHC (Lindane) ND 1.7 " " ] " *
Heptachlor ND 1.7 " " m e " k
Heptachlor cpoxide ND 1.7 " N * " N
Methoxychlor ND 17 " . » " " .
Mirex ND 33 " b L " .
Toxnphenc ND 20 . " " " e =
Surragate: Decachlorobipheny! 48 % S2-141 " e " " 54
Surrogate. Tetrackloro-meta-xylene 63 % 46-139 " = " "
S§81-16-18 (Composite) (17A0193-25) Soil Sampled: 01/05/1709:16 Received: 01/05/17 10:49
4.4-DDD ND 33 pe’ke 1 1700122 o1/0617 010717 EPA BOB1A
4.4°-DDE ND 33 - ¥ - ® "
4,4°.DDT ND 33 " " " " "
Aldrin ND 1.0 " L] " “ " "
alpha-BIIC ND 1.7 - " e " -
beta-BIIC ND 1.7 " h: " L " "

3249 Fitzperald Road Rancho Cordova, CA 95742

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

www.californialab.com

916-638-7301 Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LLABORATORY SERVICES

Page 9 of 13 01712717 14:46
Soil Search Engineering Project:  Taylor Road Mixed Use
4088 Bridge Street #9 Project Number: [none] CLS Work Order #: 17A0193
Fair Oaks, CA 95628 Project Manager: Ahmad Badie COC #: 172969/172970
Organochlorine Pesticides by EPA Method 8081A
Reporting
Analyte Result Limit  Units  Dilution Batch Prepared Analyzed Method Notes

551-16-18 (Composite) (17A0193-25) Soi! Sampled: 01/05/17 09:16 Rcceived: 01/05/17 10:49

Chlordane-technical
delta-BHC

Dicldrin

Endosulfan I
Endosulfan 11
Endosulfan sulfate
Endrin

Endrin aldehyde
gamma-BHC (Lindane)
Heptachlor

Heptachlor epoxide
Methoxychlor
Mirex
Toxaphene

Surrogate: Decachlorobipheny!
Surrogate. Tetrachloro-meta-xylene

ND 33 ppke 1 1700122
ND 1.7 0 " 0
ND 1.0 " " .
ND 1.7 0 0 "
ND 3_3 L] " »
ND 33 e E -
ND 3.3 " " "
ND 33 C Q g
ND 1.7 C 0 J
ND 1.7 " " "
ND 1.7 " " "
ND 17 0 - »
ND 33 8 C g
ND 20 n L] L
55% 52.141 e
67 % 46-139 C

n

0111017 EPA BOBIA

n L]
n n
" Ll
" "
" L]
n "
" "
n "
n "
n "
N "
- "
" L

3249 Fitzgerald Road Ranchoe Cerdova, CA 95742

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

www.calilornialab.com

916-638-7301

Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LLABORATORY SERVICES

Page 10 of 13

01/12/17 14:46

Soil Scarch Engineering

Project:

Taylor Road Mixed Use

4088 Bridge Strect #9 Project Number: [none] CLS Work Order #: 17A0193
Fair Qaks, CA 95628 Project Manager: Ahmad Badic COC #. 172969/172970
Metals by EPA 6000/7000 Series Mcthods - Quality Control
Reporting Spike Source %REC RPD

Analyte Fesult Limit  Units Level Reault Limits RPD Limit Notes
Batch 1700130 - EPA 3050B
Blank {1700130-BLK1) - ~ Preparcd & Analyzed: 01/06/17 )
Lead ND 25 mg'kg
Arsenic ND 0.50 "
LCS (1700130-051) | - Proparcd & Anlyzed: 01/06/17 )
Lead 875 25 mp'kg 100 88 75125
Arenic 4921 6.50 " 100 92 75-125
Datrix Spike (1700130-M51) Source: 17A0193-01 Prepared & Analyzed: 01/06/17 )
Lead 503 25 mg/kg 100 7175 83 75-125
Arsenic T6.2 0.50 " 100 0473 76 75-125
Matrix Spike Dup (1700130-MSD1) Source: 17A0193-01 Prepared & Analyzed: 01/06/17 ) s
Lead 673 2.5 mg/kg 10@ 7.5 60 15-125 P2l H QM-5
Ansenic 585 050 » 108 0473 58 T5-125 26 ki QM-5

3249 Fitzgerald Road Rancho Cordova, CA 95742

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

www.californialab.com

916-638-7301

Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

Page 11 of 13

01/12/17 14:46

Soil Search Engineering Project:  Taylor Road Mixed Use
4088 Bridge Strect #9 Project Number: [none] CLS Work Order #: 1TA0193
Fair Oaks, CA 95628 Project Manager: Ahmad Badie COC #: 172969/172970
Organochlorine Pesticides by EPA Method 8081A - Quality Control
Reporting Spike Source %REC RPD
Analyte Result Limit  Units Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit Notes
Batch 1700122 - EPA method 3545
Blank (1700122-BLK1) Prepared; 01/05/17 Analyzed: 01/10/17
Aldrin ND 10 ppkg
alpha-BRC ND 1.7 "
beta-BHC ND 1.7 "
gamma-BHC (Lindanc) ND 1.7 "
delta-BHC ND 7 "
Chlordane-technical ND 33 "
4,4°-DDD ND 33 "
4,4°-DDE ND 33 "
4,4°-DDT NI 33 "
Dieldrin ND 1.0 "
Endosulfan I ND 1.7 "
Endosulfan II ND 33 "
Endosulfan sulfate ND 33 "
Endrin ND 33 "
Endrin aldchyde ND 33 "
Heptachlor ND 1.7 "
Heptachlor cpoxide ND 1.7 "
Methoxychlor ND 17 "
Mirex ND 33 "
Taxaphene ND 20 "
Surrogate: Tetrachloro-metaxylene 149 . 167 8 46139 ¢
Surrogate: Decachlorobipheny! 17.1 " 167 ik} S52-141
LCS (1700122-BS1) - - Preparcd: 01/05/17 Analyzed: 01/10/17 .
Alirin 5.4 10 pgkg 333 1% 47132
pgamma-BHC (Lindanc) 23.9 1.7 " 333 72 56-133
4,4°-pDT 30.9 33 " 313 93 46-137
Dicldrin 309 1.0 " 333 93 44-143
Endrin 31.8 i3 - 333 95 30-147
Heptachlor 239 1.7 " 333 T2 33-148
Surrogate: Tetrachloro-meta-xylene i4 5_ . .j'o'..?. R 57 46-139 B

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

3249 Fitzgerald Road Rancho Cordova, CA 95742

wwyw.californialab.com

916-638-7301

Fax: 916-638-4510




CALIFORNIA LABORATORY SERVICES

Page 12 of 13 0L/12/17 14:46
Soil Search Engineering Project:  Taylor Road Mixed Use
40BE Bridge Street #9 Project Number: [nonc) CLS Work Order #: I7A0193
Fair Oaks, CA 95628 Project Manager; Ahmad Badie COC #, 172969/172970

Organochlorine Pesticides by EPA Method 8081A - Quality Control

Reporting Spike Source %HEC RPD
Analyte Result Limit  Units Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit Notes
Batch 1700122 - EPA method 3545
LCS (1700122-BS1) ey A - Prepared: 01/05/17 Analyzed: 01/10/17
Sumrogate Decachlorabipheryl 183 ughg 167 Ho 524l '
LCS Dup (1700122-B5D1) ~ - f‘l’cpal’ed:gllﬂﬂ? Analyzed: 01/10/17 R - -
Aldrin 2713 10 ppkg 333 82 47-132 7 30
gamma-BHC (Lindanc) 262 1.7 ] 333 78 56-133 5 30
4,4°-DDT 296 33 o 333 89 46-137 4 30
Dicldrin 3ng 1.0 2 333 92 44-143 n2 30
Endrin 309 33 n 333 92 30-147 4 30
Heptachlor 255 1.7 b2 333 76 33-148 [] 30
Surrogate: Tetrachloro-meta-xylenc 8.8 " 16.7 53 46-139
Surrogate: Decochlorabiphenyl 173 " 16.7 o4 52-141
]_\_r!nlri_xSl)ﬂfe (1700122-M51) Source: 17A0148-03 Prcgarcd: 01/05/17 Anall'zcd: 01/10/17 QRL-8
Aldrin 140 50 ppkg 333 ND 117 47-138
gamma-BHC (Lindane) 224 8.5 " 333 ND 67 38.144
4,4 -DDT 214 17 e 333 ND 64 41157
Dicldrin 151 5.0 7 333 ND 5 46-155
Endrin 124 7 = 333 WD 67 34-142
Hepinchlor 19.8 8.5 iz 333 ND 59 36-155
Surrogate: Tetrachloro-meta-xylene 1.7 ~ 16,7 70 46-139
Surrogate Decachlorobipheny! 124 i 16.7 74 52-1¢41
Matrix Spike Dup {1700122- MSO1} ___ Source: 17A0148-03 Prepared: 01/05/17 Analyzed: 01/10/17 : QR1-3
Aldrin 443 50 pphke 333 ND 133 47-138 13 15
gamma-BUC (Lindanc) 230 8.5 " 313 ND 69 38-144 3 35
4,4°-DDT 1.7 17 - 3313 ND 65 41-157 1 35
Dicldrin 25.40 5.0 " 333 ND 75 46-155 0.6 35
Endrin 29 17 " 333 ND 69 34-149 b 35
Heptachlor 208 BS5 - 333 ND 62 36-155 5 35
Surrogate: Tetrachioro-meta-xylene 122 16.7 .'-F_T 46-.1 39
Swrrogate: Decachlorobigheny! 131 " 16.7 79 52.141

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Registration Number 1233

3249 Fitzgerald Road Rancho Cordova, CA 95742
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Notes and Definitions
QsS4 ‘The surrogate recovery for this sample is outside of established control limits due to a sample matrix effect,

QRL-8 The extract of this sample was dark and/or oily. Therefore, the sample was analyzed with a dilution and the reporting limit was
raised for all target compounds.

QM-5 The spike recovery was outside acceptance limits for the MS and/or MSD due to matrix interference. The LCS and/or LCSD were
within acceptance limits showing that the laboratory is in control and the data is acceptable.

ICP/MS It was run by ICP/MS (EPA method 200.8/6020).

DET Analyte DETECTED

ND Analyte NOT DETECTED &t or above the reperting limit (er methed detection limit when specified)
NR Not Reported

dry Sample results reporied on a dry weight basis

RPD Relative Percent Difference

CA DOHS ELAP Accreditation/Repistration Number 1233
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